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THOMAS BEAVE N's 


VINDICATION of his 


Second THOUGH T 8 


Relating to the 


O UAK ERS, 
CONSIDERD, &. 


HE Title. Page of the Pamphlet I am now con: 
ſidering, may not unfitly be compar'd to the 
Bills of ſome Quack Doctors; who tho they are 
ſo Conhdent as to make Ifallible Promsſes, are 
yet found by woful Experience to be meer Cheats 
in the Performance. I muſt confeſs, the Charge of Self. Con- 
tradictions could not but move me, it being fo freſh in my 
Memory how my Adverſary by that very Practice 
juſtly brought himſelf into the laſt degree of Contempt; 
and tho'I was certain that mine, if I had any, could ne- 
ver be of ſo high and heinous a Nature as his, yet in reality 


I do till retain ſuch an Horrour of his late Actions, that the 


very Name of Self-Contradiftions made me eagerly turn to 
that part of his Work where he pretends to have diſcover'd 
them ; which when I had done, I was preſently convinced 
that this Writer was indeed a True Quack; forward to Un- 
dertake, and unable to Perform, as the Reader ſhall ſee in 
due Place, His giving me the Title of High Prieſt of Melke 
ſham, does not at all concern me, becauſe ſuch Language 
hurts no body but the Giver, unleſs it is due to him to whom 
it is given: a Caution which I here deſire may be obſcrved, 
as to what ſhall paſs of this ot between me and this 


Writer; 


% 
\ 
* 
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Writer; and fo without any farther Ceremony; I dif. 


pole of my ſelf to the Service of my Examiner. 

It is a certain Sign of a deſperate Cauſe, when the De- 
fender of it is forc'd to begin with a wrong Srate of his 
Queſtion : My Examiner would fain have us believe, that 
the Part he hath lately acted, is no more Diſgraceful than 
that of Dr. South and Dr. Sherleck, or any two Perſons of 
the ſame Communion, who ſhall enter into a Controverſy 
with one another. The Reader I know will preſently ask 
who then was his Antagoniſt ? As to any private Dif- 
ferences which happened between a few of the Quakers 


and him, if they had been privately made up, the Public 


would have taken no Notice of them: But ſince they 
could not be ſo ended, we have received lately :e Papers 
from the Preſs, both of which are ſubſcribed by Thomas 
Beaven Jun. The Firſt, after much Conſideration, and ſe. 
veral Years Diſſatisfaction, fully condemns the Quakers in 
many weighty Particulars; the laſt pleads as vehemently 
for them in thoſe very Particulars, The Queſtion then 
is, who in this Debate muſt ſuſtain the Perſon of Dr. South? 
Why Thomas Beaven, Fun, and who that of Dr. Sherlock? 
Why the ſame Thomas Beaven, un. Why then (fay I) 
this ſame Thomas Beaven, Fun. hath put a ſhuffling Trick 
upon us, in Multiplying himſelf at fuch a Rate, and in 
thinking to perſwade us, that becauſe the Upper and Lower 
Houſe of Convocation have been at Variance, and Dr. South 


Harh wrote againſt Dr. Sherlock, therefore by the ſame Pa- 


rity of Reaſon, Thomas may write againſt Beaven: Yes 
doubtleſs the Caſe is exactly the ſame, and ſo we have no- 
thing left to do, but to wiſh the Contending Parties a 
Happy Agreement, But if this will not paſs, my Examiner 
3s pleas'd to tell me, (for my Encouragement in Iniquity) 
that if I would-do what he hath done already, I ſhould act 
like a Man of Honour and Principle; tho' I muſt beg his 
Pardon, if I decline making the Experiment, becauſe I 
am ſure all Mankind beſides will give me à Name of a 
= contrary Nature: It would have pleas dime better 
3& he had made his Suppoſition of any other Perſon than 


m ſelf, becauſe I profeſs I tremble at the very Thoughts 


of it: I had rather he would ſuppoſe me Twenty Fathom 
emder Vater with a Milſtone about my Neck. But as a Man 


is at Liberty to ſuppoſe any thing let it be never fo wild 


and extravagant, I ſnall attend him to the End, and give 
bim my Opinion, Ought I to be Angry (ſays my Examiner) 
F he ſhould Print as well as ta againſt the Oppreſſions he 


© &. 7 , .c... oe i.c..cz 


thinks | 


i 


OD, 
thi „l High Church is under, as greater than that of any other 
Society of Proteſtants ? He does well to make a Difference 
between Talking and Printing, for indeed there is a great 
One, as this Writer hath by this time found to his Coſt ; 
nay there is a conſiderable Difference in Talking, for a Man 
may give his Judgment of a Controverſy only in private 
Converſation, or he may take all publick Opportunities 
to vent and propagate his Notions ; well, but how muſt 
I Print that High Church is opprefs'd ? why by the Biſhop 
of Canterbury's extending the Archiepiſcopal Power and Pre- 
rogative: Now indeed if my Lord's Grace of Canterbury, 
jo bur a bare Biſhop, it would undoubtedly be an Oppreſ- 
ſion in him to exerciſe an Archiepiſcopal Power and Pre- 
rogative; but I hope tho*' my Examiner may ſuppoſe me 
to Print what he will, the Reader will not ſuppoſe me to 
talk ſo like an Ignoramus, even in private Converſation. 
Our Author is ſo fond of this Blunder, that he ſeems to 
have made it the Favourite of all his numerous Iſſue, and 
pleaſures us with it twice in the Compaſs of a ſingle Page, 
But he goes on, and that upon ſuch his Printing, Matters 
Phould be adjuſted to his Satisfaction, and Occaſion his fignify= 
ing that amicable Agreement in Print, and induce him to cen- 
ſure the Digreſſions be might have made in his Firſt, and the 
ſevere Laſhes that in bis Heat might drop from his Pen, too 
much to the general Prejudice of the Church, which before be 
might be diſpos d to leave, What! leave the Church be- 
cauſe the Upper and Lower Houſe of Convocation cannot 
agree about Adjorrnments; that's a likely Suppoſition in- 
deed ! But to make the Caſe at all parallel, this Author's 
laſt Words (which are indeed as ſoft as 4 Feather, for fear 
they ſhould hurt his own dear ſeit } mult be thus amended ; 
and that upon uch his Printing, he ſhould be ſo void of 
Shame, as to retract in Three Months time, all he had af- 
firmed. and {ignihe it in Print by a Scandalous Recantati- 
on, and be induc'd to deny the Truths he had written in 
his Firſt, by falſly ſuggeſting they were the Effect of Hear 
and Raſhneſs, tho' to his own Se Contradiction. This In- 


| deed would be vile enough, and yet this is not ſo vile as 


to reach the Caſe of my Examiner. For this Controver- 


y is of ſuch 4 Nature, as not to admit of an eaſie Deci- 


lion; ſome of the Records relating to it were burnt, and 
the Practice of Adjouruments, cannot ſo well be trac'd, by 
reaſon of the Paucity of Convocations, which have fat to 
do Buſineſs ſince the Reſtauration ; and beſides, the Cauſe 
of Religion is not TY concerned in the — 
2 mu 


(4) 
I muſt therefore help my Examiner in a Suppoſition con- 
cerning my ſelf, which he either could not, or would not, 
make as he ought, 

Let it be ſuppoſed then, for once, that I was a Quaker, 
and reſolved to change my Religion ; and ſhould Publiſh 
to the World the Reaſons which induc'd me to that 
Change: Should tell my Quondam Friends of their Violation 
of the natural Right of Liberty of Conſcience, and in what 
Inſtance they did fo ; ſhould declare their Errour, in their 
Diſuſe of Water Baptiſm, and the Supper of the Lord with 
Bread and Mine; ſhould charge them with Educating their 
Children in great Ignorance of the Chriſtian Religion, and be- 
ing in want of a Miniſtry prudently and Scripturally appointed; 
Should magnifie the Hand of Providence, that had brought me 
#0 ſee his Light, that I might Honour him in renouncing their 
Errours, which for a conſiderable Time had lain before me with 
a ſingle He, to the Glory of God; and declare my Self bound 
3n Conſcience, becauſe of their Errours, to leave their Com- 
munion : And yet after all theſe ſolemn Declarations, 
ſhould preſently appear again in Print, and unſay what I bad 
ſaid : Should think to put my Reader oft, with the Pre- 
tence of being Blind and out of my Sences when I wrote my 
Firſt Paper; but full of renewed Light when I wrote my 
Second ; and upon ſuch a Ridiculous Foundation contra- 


| dict my ſelf in almoſt every Particular, and join Hands 


with my Quondam Friends again. Should I act ſo foul a 
Part in the Sacred and Imporrant Buſineſs of my Religion, 
ought my Examiner to be Angry with me? No certainly, 
becauſe he hath done the ſame himſelf : But the Queſtion 
is, what all Mankind beſides would think both of me and 
my Performance ? And becauſe I may have the Liberty 
of ſpeaking freely in my own Caſe; I do publickly de- 
clare, that if they would be ſo Charitable as to beg me for 4 
Fool I ſhould be heartily thankful; but if they were re- 
ſolv'd to conclude me 4 Knave, I would never pretend to 
fay one Word in my Defence. bur retire from the Conver- 


- ſation of all that know me, and never ſet Foot upon my 
native Soil again: And ] muſt tell this Writer, that tho he 


holds up his Head fo high, and Bluſters after ſuch a Man- 
ner, he hath fix'd ſuch an Indelible Stain upon his Reputa- 
tion, as he will never wipe oft, tho? he ſhould live to the 
Age of Methuſelah, | 

As to his large and Inviting Offers, not to Return to the 
Quakers, I cannot imagine who ſhould be ſo ſenceleſs to 


the 


make them; but he bad nothing it ſeems given or promis d by | 
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the Quakers to become their Friend again, and truly, I think, 
they had à very hard Bargain in him ſo, and that if _ 
= occaſion to part with him, they would find great Dif- 
ficulty to put him off upon the ſame Terms. | 

When I read the beginning of my Examiners next Pa- 
ragraph, I was ſurpriz d to ſee what a dazling Character 
he beſtow'd upon me, far greater than I can deſerve ; and 
as for his pretended Information in reſpect to ſome Gentle. 
men whom I us'd to meet; it is not only too wide of Truth, 
but a downright Falſhood : The loweſt Seat in whoſe 
Company, I ſhall always account a Credit. But I find 1 
am to make this conſiderable Figure for a little time, thar 
his fancied Victory over me, may be the Greater: this is ful- 
ſome and nauſeous, the Reader is certainly the proper 
Judge of that Matter ; and therefore I ſhall only put tym 
in Mind of the wiſe Advice of the King of 1/rael, 1 Kings 
20. 11, Let not him that girdeth on his barneſs, boaſt himſelf, 
48 he that putteth it off. I have known many a one as 
Sanguine as my Examiner, receive a Foil at laſt, and come 
oft = Scurvily. 

The greateſt Part of his two next Pages, is to paſs a- 
mong his Digreſſions; where he tells us we are commanded 
to love one another; that Charity excells in the Chriſtian Reli- 


gion; that he hopes to ſay enough in this Controverſy, to 


3 


| convince the Inſpectious, (a Word coin'd on purpoſe I ſup- 


poſe for thoſe who are full of renewed Light) that the In- 
ward Sence of the Holy Ghoſt Enlightning Converting and 
Sanctihing the Soul, is to be preferr'd before the Decrees of 
Councils and Determinations of Expoſitors: that the Quakers 
have born a bleſſed Teſtimony, and to die inthe Cauſe there- 
of, as many have done, in naſty Holes and Dungeons, is the 
gteateſt Conqueſt and Glory, Now I have heard indeed that 
ſome Quakers who have defrauded their Neighbours of 
their Dues, (as in the Caſe. of Tyths) have (upon a legal 
Proceſs, for their Oſſtinacy and Foo! Hardineſs, been com- 
mitted to Goale, and ſome might happen to die, while they 
were there, for any thing I know to the contrary : But 
whether this be any Conqueſt or Glory, the Apoſtle will tell 
us, 1 Pet. 4. 15, Who ſays Let none of you ſuffer as 4 


Thief, or as an evil doer. 


Theſe Things being diſpatched, which the Reader can- 
not but ſee do mightily relate to our preſent Controverſy, 
my Examiner takes Heart, and turns himſelf to my Dedi- 
cation to the Fuſtice. | 

Whether the Words are very hard, to tell one in his Sta- 

B 3 tion, 


1 


| 
K 
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73 ton, he acts in an Inſolent and unbe coming Manner, wha 
1 


ubliſhes o the World concerning any Gentleman of an 
Unblemiſid Character, that he hath done diſingenuouſly, tho* 
he will not expoſe his Name at preſent, (which implies that 
he could expoſe it if he would) the Reader is left to deter- 
min; and whether my Words here quoted, are too wide of 


; Truth, ſhall be conſidered, when we come®the ſuppoſed 
ſelf Contradictions: Tho” how it could be a Doubt with 
my Examiner, (which no Body here doubted beſides) whe- 

ther Mr. Selfe, or another Neighbouring Gentleman reprint- 
ed his Paper, is paſt my Underſtanding : And they who 
Will take his word in any Matter, are at Liberty to believe 
him in -H if they pls aſe. 


Bur he now profeſſes a Reſpect for the worthy Gentle: 


man. That's kind indeed! Quite another fort of Expreſ- 
; fron than we had before: I am glad I have been able to do 
ſome little good upon him, and ſhall the more eaſily bear 
the Courſe Language he gives to inc, if I can but teach him 


a little better Manners to his Superiors. 
I had ſaid in my Dedication, that I always covet to make 


it the Chief Deſign of my Studies to do good to others; Which 
it ſeems put my Examiner in Mind of one ſhore Readment a 


Day, cal d a Sermon, which Imake to ſuffice at Melkſnam. Well! 


and can't a Man Study chicfly for the Good of Others, tho 
he Preaches but once a Day at a Place? As to his decent 
Phbraſe call'd à Shore Readrrent ; if barely to Read be fo great 


a Crime, a Praphane Scofter uy apply it even to the holy 


Scri ptures, which we read to the People, as well as Sermons, 


For my own part, I do readily own, that I prepare what 
I deſign to ſpeak, before I meet my Audience; and take 
in the beſt Helps I can, to make it (according to my Abi- 


105 lity ) Sound, Edifyins and Praical : And indeed I think it 
| A 


einous Affront to the Holy Spirit of God, that any one 
ſhould have the Impudence to amuſe his Hearers with 
Noi ſe. and Nonſence, under the falſe Pretence of hi Dictates; 
and make the Worſhip of God ſo Scandalouſly Mdiculous, 


as to draw ſeveral People to the Aſſembly, purely for theis * 


Sport and Diverſion. 
As tothe Charge of Covetouſneſs which he would fix up- 
on me, the Thing anſwers it ſelt to all that know the Caſe, 


nothing being more common, than for the Incumbent to 


ſerve the Church and Chappel of the ſame Cure. 
Whether the Biſhop reliſhes this or not, is more than he 
knows, for I dare ſay his Lordſhip never underwent the 
Seandal of his Company ſo long as to tell him ſo. M 
y 
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My Preface (he ſays) hath ſo much of that called Envy and 
LI. will againſt his Father and himſelf, that it deſerves to be 
deſpiſed and loathed. I deſire it may be turn'd to, and then 
it will be ſeen whether there is the leaſt Reflection upon his 
Father; and in reference to himſelf, it pinches him indeed 
in what an honeſt Man is more tender of than his Bell, I 
mean his Integrity: But that Place is wounded to ſuch # 
degree, that he loaths the very thoughts of having it 


! handled; and therefore acts prudently ro Deſpiſe, what he 
is not able to Anſwer, 


But I have overſhot my ſelf at the Entrance of my RefleQions; 
which (ſays he) ſeems omenous upon him, (that is, being put 
into ſence, ominous to him.) How then have I ov 
my felf? Why, by ſaying, That his aſſigning the Ne- 
printing and Diſperfing his Firſt Paper without his Order, as 
the Reaſon for the Publication of his Secend Thoughts, was ub. 
thing but an empty Pretence, I gave this Reaſon for that 
Saying ; becauſe his own Paper was. ſufficiently known to re. 
guire a Publick Reparation. To this he Replies, That there 
was but about Twenty of thoſe he Printed diſpers'd, and they 
enly here, where his Converſation, and Verbal Diſtonrſes, wonld 
have ſufficiently Anſwer'd them, I muſt appeal to the Render, 
as a Judge between me and this Writer: He difpers'd but 


about twenty, and they only here, If by here, he means 
Mell ſbam, the Place from whence he Dates this Pam 


that's utterly Falſe : But he would have ſufficiently An- 
fwer'd them by Verbal Diſcourſes, If he could; I would 
adviſe him to that Method for the future, for I am ſure he 
hath not Anſwer'd them by Writing, And yet to make 
this poſhble, we muſt ſuppoſe, that the ewency Papers 
were kept very cloſe in the Pockets of thoſe to whom they 
were diſtributed, and neither /ent out, nor ſo much as 


tall d of in Publick, But does net my Examiner know, 


that they were handed about all round the Neighbour- 
hood, and that the Country rung of his Performance? Is 
it not known, that ſome of them were lodg'd in an In, 
and a Publick Coffee-houſe at the Devizes, to be ſeen by all 
Comers and Goers > What therefore can be more ridiculous, 
than to talk of giving à ſuſtiaient Anſwer by Converſation Þ 


So that, after my Examine:'s'pretended Diſcovery, (which 
he introduces ſo pompbuſty) that a Prieſt, an 
| Prieſt too, can 'overſhoo? uimſelf; he hath in truth dif 


a High- 
cover d nothing, but that he is not able to ſee the Mark 


at which he is to ſooer, 


34 But 


- | 
. +319 
* 
» ' 
l ; 
14 
1 
1 \ 
1 
1 19 
U 14 
FF. 8 
* 
i 4 
T7 
1 1 
1 : 
«4 
'f ' 
| 
3 . 
þ 
þ , 
| ' 
1 


— — 


in 
But now we are come to the very Cream of the Feſt, no 
leſs than Seven Self. Contradictions! For, (as my Exa- 
miner obſerves with his uſual Shrewdneſs) five and two do 
certainly make up that Number. Before we begin, it may 
not be amiſs to Obſerve to the Reader, Where Contra- 
dictions muſt be found, and How they may be diſcover'd. 

Now a Contradiction muſt always be found in eodem Sub-. 
jecto; that is, it muſt be concerning the ſame Perſons or 
Things ; and it muſt be alſo ſomething ſaid of the fame Per- 
ſons or Things in eode m Reſpectu, in the ſame Reſpe#. The 
ſhort Rule by which theſe Contradictory Propoſitions are 
diſcover'd is this; that one of them muſt neceſſarily be falſe 
and the other true. This being premiſed, encer now Self- 

Contradictions. 
The Firſt is, That I affirm in one place, He hath no 
Reputation to loſe: And in another, concerning his Argu- 
ments for the Diſuſe of Outward Baptiſm and the Supper; 
That, 0 de Fuſtice to his Character, if the Caſe was not too 

plain to be puzzled, he hath gone as far in it as moſt Men 


ill]. Gefore him, Now ifa Man of 4 cannot go as 


far as moſt Men in puxzling a Caſe, then indeed this is a 
Contradiction: But I believe the Reader will be of Opi. 
nion, That they who endeavour to puzzle plain Caſes, are 
for that very reaſon Men of no Reputation, | 


Enter Second Self- Contradiction! I had ſaid, in my 
_ 4th Paragraph, that I was afraid the Reader will conclude, 


. |. there has been more of the Serpent than of the Dove in all this 


Management. This (ſays my Examiner) is as if | was a 
Cunning Fellow, I add, or a Wicked Fellow, or Both: And 
yet in my 53d Page I ſay, That the ſofteſt thing that could 
be ſaid of him, would be, tbat he was out of his Wits, Now 
(to let my Examiner put his own Conſtruction upon my 
Words) may it not fo — that a Cunning Fellow may, 
at one time or other, be guilty of Folly > Nay, hath it not 
ſo happen'd, (notwithſtanding all his Cunning) in the Caſe 
of this Writer? The plain Anſwer then is, That though 
theſe Words are affirm'd of the ſame Man, they are not 
affirm'd of him in the ſame reſpect. Which likewiſe ſhews 
the Abſurdity of his two next pretended Self-Contradictions. 
For, may not a Man manage one Argument, as if his 
| Underſlanding was quite broken ; and yet when he comes to 
{/| another, endeavour to put a Trick upon us in the Manage- 
ment of that? Or, may not he Argue ſo wretchedly in 
one place, as if he was forſaken by common Sence ? and yet in 
a different place try to give us a Slight of his Hand? 1 
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AY 


theſe things are Conſiſtent, we may gather from my Exa<- 
miner's own Confeſſion, who ſays, p. 54, 55. That he was 
darkened in his Mind when he wrote his Firſt ; nay, was 
in ſuch Confuſion and Diſorder of Mind, that he knew nos 
what he did. And yet 'tis moſt certain, (as he hath ma- 
nag'd the Matter) he put ſuch a S/ight of Hand upon himſelf, - 
in Printing that Fir/# Paper, as he can never get over, with 
all his Art, and renew'd Light. My next Contradiction 
lies (as he ſays) in affirming, That if the reſt of the World 
ſhould uſe it, (Human Learning) like this Author, all Inge- 
ious (he ſhould ſay, Ingenuow) Men, (my wiſe Examiner 
does not know the difference between thoſe two Words) 
would loath and abhor it. It ſeems (ſays he) Ingenious Men 
don't belong to the World, Yes, (fay 1) they do; and yet 
the reſt of the World may be call'd the Nd too, though 
they are but a part of it, by an uſual way of ſpeaking : fo 
very uſual, that it hath not eſcaped the Notice of my 
Examiner, who mentioning, in his Firſt Paper, the great 
Ignorance of the Chriſtian Religion in which the Quakers Chil. 
dren are educated, and his propoſing divers Times, that ſome 
Chriſtian Catechiſms ſhould be prepared for them; but that 
(ſays he) is ſo much like the World, (as you uncharitabiy call 
all other Chriſtians but your ſelves) that I could never get 
Friends to Concur therein, Where he juſtly charges the 
Quakers with Uncharitableneſs, for calling all other Chri- 
ſtians but themſclves (in Contempt) tbe Forld, but not 
with Contradiction; and indeed, ſuch a Charge had been 
Abſurd and Ridiculous 

Another of my Self-Contradictions lies, it ſeems, in my 
telling the Juſtice, That he (my Examiner) had Expos'd 
his Name, though he did not direciiyj mention it, But where 
did I fay any thing like it? So far is it from that, that I 
did, and do ſtill think, it is not ia his power to Expoſe 
any one but himſelf; and this he hath done, indeed, with 
a Witneſs, My Words then are, That he hath 4ſum d 
the liberty of his Name, in a very Inſolent and Unbecoming 
manner; which though it is not diretly mention'd, is ſulſi- 
ciently pointed out to all about him, And pray, where is the 
Contradiction? Do not the laſt Words plainly declare 
how the firſt are to be underſtood ? There are ſeveral 
ways of uling a Man's Name, without putting down the 


Numeral Letters. If I ſhould reflect upon the Glorious Hero, 


who is raiſing a Noble Structure call'd Blenheim-Houſe ; 
would it not be the fame thing; and ſhould I not be as 


liable to a Proſecution, as it I had ſaid rhe Duke of Marl. 


borough 2 


(ro) 
Sorough > But becauſe a nearer Inſtance may ſink deeper 
into this Writer's Head, I will try if I can 9 him 


mine, That he had lately left al his Reputation, by an 
NY an and Publick Prevarication in Things of the Higheſt 
oment ; by blowing Hot and Cold almoſt in the ſame 


Such a blefled Neighbour I have, (whoſe Name at preſent 


Such a liberty of it, that though it is not directiy ment ion d, 
at is ſo ſufficiently pointed out, as to enable any one here- 
abouts to know him, who hath Senſe enough to diſtinguiſh 
his Right Hand from his Left. And if every part of this 
be Truth, I am ſure it can be no Contradiction to 
afhrm it. 
My Laſt Self-ContradiCtion is to be found (as he ſays) 
in theſe Words: To conſult the Scriptures, and draw out from 
#hence a full and impartial Account of this Matter, Alas, this 
vs none of his Buſineſs! And yet I obſerve, p. 43. Our Au- 
eber would have you believe, he is giving you a full Account of 
rb, Matter, out of the New Teſt ument, in the following Pages. 
| From whence it is inferr'd by him, that this was ſome of his 
Bu/meſs. Now this is ſo far from being a Contradiction, 
that both the Paſſages affirm only the ſame thing. The 
Wil =__ ſays, That to give a full Account of this Matter out 
ol the Scriptures, is none of his Buſineſs: The iet, That 
he would have you believe, he is giving you a full Account 
bol this Matter out of the New Teſtament. But though he 
| endeavours to impoſe this Belief upon you, tis evident, he 
1. defigns no fair or full Account; that being, in reality, none 
E bis Buſineſs, His Buſineſs is only to Fuggle and Deceive; 
and therefore 1 immediately ſubjoin'd, That his is ſo 
awkwardly touch'd upon, that it is plain, he is afraid to truſt 


then is ſo far from being a Contradiction, that it is no- 


forc d to draw out a clearer Narrative my ſelf, out of the 
Holy Writings, 

And now Reader let us ſtop a little and admire the Ig- 
norant Confidence of my Examiner! A Charge of Seven 
' RIF Contradictions, mark'd with Black Letters leaſt 


lickly called for and yet when they come to be look'd in- 
to, not ſo much as Dne that will abide the Trial ! ex pede 


by that: Suppoſe then I ſhould fay of a Neighbour of 


Breath, and Printing both for and againſt the ſame Subjet : 
I ſhall not Expoſe) and yet I can't but fanſie, I have taken 


00 \bis Reader with what the Scriptures ſay concerning it. This 


thing but plain Matter of Fact; for which reaſon, I was | 


they ſhould eſcape Obſervation : Nay a Recantation pub- 


- Herculem ! gueſs at the Man by this Skerch of his Perfor- 
| mance | 
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ö ; 
er | the utmoſt that he hath prov'd is only this, Thas 
m | bis . not underſtand what a Contradiction 1s, and yet 


of | it is!) he falls roundly into them himſelf, by a 
* CSF Bene t of Nature; tho? in carneſt if I had been 


ſt Guilty, I had rather he had found Seven times Seven ſuch 
ne Yas theſe in my Book, than one ſuch as he hath publiſh'd to 
#: the World in Hs. For I muſt make bold to inform him, 


nt tpat tho? all Contradictions are alike in a Logical Sence, yet 
n they affect the Reputation very differently ; Inſomuch that 
4. the Author of them, may not only prove himſelf an 1# 


e- | Diſputant, but a Canary Bird into the Bargain. Whether 
h this hath not been the very Caſe of my Examiner, is left 
is to the Judgment of the Impartial Reader. | 


iſt Of the Diſcipline of Lavington Monthly Meeting. 
Nothing is a truer Indication of Guilt, than to ſee a Man 


) J Cautious and Reſerv'd, that he cannot be brought ſo 
mM much as to Plead. My Examiner doth not intend to 40. 
is cep: me for a Fudge of the Perticulars of their Agreement 
- 0 [ack take Care of making it Particulars, for fear I ſhould 
of de corrected for not knowing how to Spell a Word after him) 
indeed I do not deſire to be a Judge in any of his Contro- 
is 


verſies; but he ſeems to forget, that he hath given the 
whole Kingdom, not only a Right of Fudgment, but of 
ie Satufaction in the Caſe before us, by the Publication of 


ut his firſt Paper. I am ſure the Charge againſt ſome of the 
at | Quakers is very home and expreſs; no leſs than a making 
nt In unctions in direct Oppoſition to known Acts of Parlia- 
1e ment, and recording as Heretichs thoſe of their Members, 
1 IF who will not proſtitute their Conſciences to the Orders of thoſe 
we |© Inquiſitors, enforcing the Non-payment of Tyths as a Ce. 
pita Article of their Creed; and from theſe H.grounded 
ſo |} Scruples of Conſcience, endeavouring to aw? others into a Con- 
ft | formity; ſo that if they had the Magiſtrate of their ſide 
is (which God forbid !) they would Eſtabliſh a Slavery and. 
O- Þ} Bondage not Inferiour to that in the Romiſh Communion, nay 
as even as the Caſe now is, who of their People can call thu 
We Foul his own? Whenl firſt look'd into his Second Paper, I 
Aa clearly that he only ſpuffzd with his Reader, and en- 
I deavour'd to mince the Matter as much as he could. Where- 
2N 


upon in my Reflections I pur theſe plain Queſtions? Have 
ſt they openly renounced theſe violent Proceedings have they Ex- 
b- © pung'dall the Particulars relating to them out of their Minutes * 
n- and promis'd never to be guilty of ſuch vile Impoſitions for the 
de ¶ future? If it be done, why is not the Publick inform'd of 
r- i,? But] may ask Queſtions as long as 1 pleaſe, he is 
5 reſolv d 


{il Many Perſons have found fault with me for treating him 


(12) 


reſoly'd T ſhall have no direct Anſwer. Indeed his Caſe 


will not bear it, and therefore he muſt try how he can ſalve 


it up, by Dodging and Shifting. But doth he think, after 


his Accuſation hath been ſo particular and important, the 
Reader is to be put off with ſuch General and Evaſive 


Terms, as that their Reconciliation was upon a right under. 
Nanding of one another, and a good Foundation of mutual Bro- 


#herly Love for the time to come. In ſhort, here is a plain 
Matter of Fact, of a very groſs nature, faſten'd upon ſome 
of the Quakers ; if it is true, all the Conſequences that he 
charges it with, are true alſo : If it is falſe, it is as certain, 
when he writes next, he ought to make them a Public Re- 
Paration in every particular; and not think to /eulk and 
conceal himſelf, under general Phraſes : If he doth not do 
thus much fairly and Openly, all diſcerning Perſons will 
not, cannot, otherwiſe think; but that the Quakers charg- 
ed by him. ſo fully in his Firſt, are realy Guilty of Every 
Branch of his Accuſation, : 


zd. Of Tythes. 


We are now entring on the Diſquiſition of thoſe Heads, 
where, if ever, we may expect whar he promiſes in his 
Title Page, a ſober Vindication, But the Reader will ſee 
that his Railing and his Reaſon are admirably ſuited, juſt as 


much of Chri/tzanity in the one, as there is of Argument in 


the other, The greateſt Trouble that I ſhall have with 
him, will be, to reſcue the Truth from his Perverſions, 
and fo to put the Matter in Debate upon a right Foot ; to 
which end, it will be neceſſary, 

_ Fir to ſeparate from the reſt, all he hath Inſerted, 
which does not belong to the Buſineſs in Diſpute. 

24!y, To ſhow the Folly and Inconcluſiveneſs, of what 
he hath offer d in defence of himſelf ; and then | 
3 ah, To ſum up the Arguments, that we may ſee where- 

in 2 Gr been defective, and what is to be expected 
from him when he writes next. | 
In reference to the ſeveral Paſſages which he quotes out 
of my Book, as if I had attack'd him in a Scurrilous man- 
ner, I have only this to defire of the Reader: That if he 
is not already Convinced he deſerves all that I have ſaid and 
more; he would have recourſe to the reſpective Pages, 
and ſee my Reaſon in applying thoſe Paſſages to him; 
and then let any Indifferent Man blame me if he can: 


too 
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too Genth, but I never yet met with one Man, who tax d 
me with Severity. 8 
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His calling upon me to purge my ſelf of his Imputati- 
ons in Relation to the Government, carries fo much Ma- 
lice in the Front of it, (eſpecially ſince I have done it in 
the moſt Sacred Manner on ſo many Publick Occaſions) that, 
as I value not what he thinks of me, fo I ſhall venture 
the Venom of his Impotent Pen. And now I am upon 


this Head, I muſt likewjſe remind him, that all his Quota- 
tions out of Mr. Leſh are Foreign and Impertinent : The 
whole Tendency of his Book is to prove the Divine Right 


of Tyths ; I as profeſſedly decline that Argument: Can any 
thing therefore be more fooliſh, than to cite him, and then 
bid us agree in our Arguments; when it is plain, we do 
not write upon the ſame Subject 2 If Mr. Leſly hath Pub- 
liſhed any thing, which he believes to his Purpoſe, he 


may produce it in order to its being Conſidered ; but he 
#Z muſt not imagine, that I will give up a Point, becauſe, 


he thinks he can quote another Perſon of a different Opi- 
nion. In ſhort, the Argument that I have undertaken a- 
gainſt my Examiner is this; That Tyths are due by the 
Laws of this Kingdom ; and that to ſubſtract them from the 
Lawful Owner, is a manifeſt Act of Violence and Injuſtice, 


| I had plainly warn'd him in my Reflections, pag. 31, not 
4 to amuſe us in his third Thoughts, with the Divine Right 


of Tychs ; foreſeeing that he would take Refuge there, for 
want of ſomething clſe to ſay ; but they that think to tye 
him down to an Argument are miſtaken, for I muſt ſhew 
an Authority deriv'd from Chriſt and his Apoſtles for my 
Maintenance, pag. 14. and again pag. 20. are their (Hoſp1- 
tal) Rents required to be paid as a Divine Right? The 
Clergy of all Men, it ſeems, lye under this Misfortune, 
that the Laws of the Land cannot give them a ſufficient 
Title to their Eſtates, unleſs they can prove it likewiſe out 
of the New Teſtament : But to come cloſe to the Bulineſs in 
Hand. I will firſt briefly repeat my State of this Caſe in 
my Reflections, and then conſider what my Examiner 
hath Replied to it. I affirm'd then, and prov'd, That a 
Maintenance for them who preach the Goſpel is plainly Com- 


4 manded in the New Teſtament : I obſerv'd afterwards, that 
our Anceſtors had legaly determin'd what this Maintenance 


ſhould be ; and that the Clergy have as good a Right to 
it as any other Man hath to his Eſtate : And then I con- 
ſidered his Three ObjeCtions, againſt their complying with 
the Laws, in this Particular, 

His 
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His Anſwer begins with catching at a Piece of a Sen: 
tence in the bottom of a Paragraph, and overlooking whae 
immediately precedes it, tho it nearly concern'd him, to 
defend his own Practice, if he could, in refuſing to pay 
his T'yths. for no other Reaſon than Societies Sake, Bur he 


takes notice, that I obſery'd, what 4 miſerable Condition the | 


Clergy would be in, were they to depend upon Charity : And 
from hence, asks me, how I think the Miniſters of other 


Denominations do ſubſiſt? My Anſwer is, I cannot tell: 
tho' I have heard, and I believe it is true, that (in the 
Country eſpecially ) they do not Abound. However, what 
the Church Clergy have, is their own, be it more or leſs : | 
and, for that reaſon. greatly to be preferr'd, before depending | 
upon Charity. But he comes afterwards nearer to the Point, | 
and owns, with the Apoſtle, That thoſe who have /own | 
ſpiritual things, may reap ſuch carnal things, of thoſe to whom | 
they have ſown ſpiritual, as are neceſſary for their Subſiſtance 
in this World, So far then we are agrecd ; and this is all Jy” 
the Streſs I laid upon the Words of St. Paul. So that his 
next Queſtion is nothing but a running one Argument | 


into another, on purpoſe to confound plain things. if he 


could. Let my learned Antagoniſt tell me, (ſays he) by what | 


Authority deriv'd from Chriſt, or any of his Apoſtles, he claims 


Wages, or Maintenance, from them to whom be hath not ſown 


Spiritual things? The Anſwer is ready; That my Ar- 
gument doth not ſuppoſe a Title founded on an Authoriry 


deriv d from Chriſt or his Apoſtles, but on the Laws of this 


Kingdom ; and that I do not reap his Carnal things, but 
my own ; to which I have as firm a Right, as he hath to 
any Carnal things he poſſeſſeth. And therefore, the true 
Queſtion is, Whether, becauſe his Conſcience is /o tender, 
that he cannot ſie under my Miniſtry ; he may therefore 
Cheat me of a part of my Eſtate ; which the Law hath as 
clearly Veſted in me, as his own Eſtate is Veſted in him? 
The next Step that he makes, is in ſupport of his Three 
Reafons, why the Quakers can't in Conſcience pay Tythes, 
1ſt. Their Dedication is groſly Superſtitious. 


2dy. They are required to be Paid, as an Act of Divine 


Worſhip. 


P 2 
gdly. The Goſpel doth not enjoin the Payment of Dehes 


at all, much leſs as a part of God's Worſhip. 

To the laſt of theſe I Replied, That it is no reaſon at 
all: For the Queſtion is not, Whether the Payment of 
Tythes be enjoin'd in the Gofpel ; but, Whether it is 
forbidden 2 1{ not, we are bound to obey ad Human Ordi- 

nancet 
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,4nces concerning them. My Examiner begs my Pardow, - 
and tells me, I would put the Queſtion wrong, Now 
hought nothing could be plainer, than that we are to 
ſubmit our ſelvcs to every Ordinance of Man; to be ſubje&# nos 
only for wrath, but alſo for conſcience-ſake : And that, if theſe 
Ordinances did not interfere with the Laws of God, we were 
pound to yie!d Obedience to them, But this ( ſays my 
Examiner) is in Fuſtification of an old Popiſh Notion, Thas 
/ things are lawful in the Worſhip or Service of God, that are 

not forbidden: From whence the Papiſts plead for the Lawful- 
neſs of owning the Pope's Supremacy, Tranſubſtantiation, &c. 
becauſe the Seripture does not forbid theſe things, But this 
(fy I) is a trick which ſome little Scribblers have got, 
when they meet with an Argument they can't tell whar ta 
do with, to cry out, Popery ! High-Church! and Prieſts 
craft ! 

They who have been converſant in the Pepiſh Contro- 
Fverſies, know, that the Method they take to prove the 
particular Points my Examiner mentions, is not only from 
Frhere being not Forbidden, but Commanded in the Scriptures, 

As for Inſtance : The Pope's Supremacy, from that Text, 
among others, Thou art Peter, &c Tranſubſtantiation, from 
thoſe Words, This is my Bed, &c. And alſo from the 
Practice of the Primitive Church : in beth which, our Di- 
vines have unanſwerably ſhewnthem to be miſtaken. 
But let us ſuppoſe, tho' not grant, that the Papiſts do 
Argue for the Belief of Trarſulſt ant iation, (for Iaſtance) 
only from its not being Forbidden in the Word of God, 
and that therefore it muſt be aſſented to; What is this to 
the Caſe of Tythes > Is Tranſuiſtintiation now enjoin'd by 
he Laws of this Kingdom, as Hebes are? Or, if it was, 
would any one be ſo ſtupid as to urge that as an Argument 
or our Compliance with fo abſurd a Doctrine? Is the 
ayment of Ty:hes contrary to the Common Reaſon and 
Senſes of Mankind, as Tranſubtantiation evidently is? 
What therefore can be more ridiculous, than to make this 
Parallel Caſe? Of the ſame Stamp is his Quotation 
om Biſhop S:illingfleer, That we — to believe nothing 
s an Article of Faith, but what God hath Reveal d. Doth he 
hink us then ſo Nonſenſical, as to reckon the Payment of 


Iythes among the Articles of our Faith? 'The' he charges 
the Quakers with making the Non-payment of them an Article, 
yea, 4 Capital Article of theirs? Or, what if the Church 
pf England did enjoin ſome things to be believed and done in 
the Worſhip of God, which axe not taught in the Goſpel d 
(which 
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I zzuſt further obſerve to the Reader, that the whole Mat- 
| ter! 


(16) 


(which is more than he will be able to prove in his next :) | 
What (I ſay) is this, to the Buſineſs of Tythes, which are | 


not required by the Church, to be believed, or done, as 


an Ad of Worſhip ? as ſhall be proved, when we come to 
the proper Place. Our Author then muſt know, that we | 


are not talking of Articles of Faith, or Acts of Worſhip, 


but Matters of Property; in which the Law of the Land 


muſt certainly give as good a Title to the Clergy, as any 
other Perſons. I do therefore make bold to reafſume my 


Argument, That to fay, The Geſpel does not enjoin the Pay- 
ment of Tythes, is no reaſon at all: For the Queſtion is not, 
Whether the Payment of Tythes be enjoin'd in the Goſpel ; but 
whether it be forbidden? If not, we are bound to obey all | 


Human Ordinances concerning them. 


What follows, the Reader ſhall ſce, was not Overlook'd | 
becauſe it was too home and powerful, but becauſe it was 


inſiguiicant, and nothing to the purpoſe, 
We are now come to King Ethelwolf*s Dedication of 


bY * 


Tythes; where my Examiner repreſents me very angry), 
on purpoſe to hook in a Feſt, which he ſtole from J. Elwood, 


who ſtole it from ſome body, that ſtole it from Eraſmus, 
But to paſs that, and come to what is material : Any one 
who will caſt his Eye upon my Reffections, may ſee, that 


I do not trouble my ſelf to enquire, whether King Ethel. 


wo / fs Dedication of Tythes was Superſtitious or not; be- 


cauſe, take it which way you will, it is of no weight in 
the Caſe before us. After I had put down the Matter of 
Fact as he himſelf repreſents it, I argue thus: And what 
Inference doth our wiſe Author draw from hence? Why it muſt 


. be this, if it be any thing to his purpoſe, That the Clergy loſe 


all Right to their Tythes, by that erroneous Opinion of King 
Ethelwolf ; and the Quakers may ſeize upon them, and convert 
them to their own Uſe. 


] afterwards make it the Caſe of a Lay-man, to ſhew | 


the Wildneſs of this Extravagant Notion ; and remove two 
Objections, by which ir may be thought, at firſt ſight, 
not to be parallel. The Deſign then of the whole Argu- 


ment, is plain y to ſhew, That if you ſhould Allow all“ 
he Contends for, yet it doth not anſwer the End for which 
it is brought. My Examiner hath had the Goodneſs, not 
to make the /eaſt Reply, but comes off with a Feſt. and with 
telling me, King Echelwo/f's Superſtitious Dedication of 


'Tythes, 75 ſuch a Truth as I would not have the rag 
know. And yet I have no reaſon to care who knows it, for 
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ter is nothing to our preſent Buſineſs; fince we are only con: 
cern d about the Laws of the Land new in force; of which, 
I ſuppoſe, my Examiner will not pretend, King Ethelwolfs 
Dedication to be a part, or that Quakers have been Pro- 
ſecuted upon it: But when a Man wants an Argument, he 
muſt try to make a Flouriſh with a Popiſh Superſtitious 
Dedication 

I added this farther, ex abundanti, That F this Superſti. 
pion was ſtill in being, it would by no means juſtifie any Private 
XZ Oerſon, in Detaining what the Law had ſo manifeſtly Veſted in 
* another Man, Here, it ſcems, I am again «pon the borders 
C another Popiſh Argument, p. 17. And pray what is it? 
Why, That Things once Dedicated to God, howſoever Superſti- 
fious and Erroneous, cannot be applied again to Civil Uſes, 
without beiug guilty of Sacrilege, And uponthis he cries out to 
! the Impropriators to look about them 1 muſt here deſire the 
ERNeader to conſider my Paſſage juſt now quoted, and then 

be will ſee, that there are no Methods #00 baſe, for this 
# Writer to Comply with: I faid, If this Superſtition was 
ſtill in being, it would by no means juſtifie any Private 
Perſon in Detaining what the Law had ſo manifeſtly Veſted 
in another Man. But tho? a Private Perſon muſt Comply 
with a Law, till it is Repeal'd by a Lawful Authority ; yet 
L hope it doth not follow from thence, that the Legiſlature 
* can't Repeal it! So far is it from that, that my aſſerting, 
: A Private Perſon could not Detain what the Law had 
ein i Veſted in another, tho? the Superſtition was ſtill in being, 
„of was a plain Implication that he was hound to wait till the 
ae Legiſlature thought fit 20 apply it to other Uſes, But when 
muſe a Man is paſt Shame, he will ſtick at nothing. i 
toſe As to what he ſaid in reference to the Clergy, That 
they agreed, on their part, ra Say and Sing ſuch a number e 
vert if Maſſes and Pſalms for the King and his Nobles, I deſired tb 
know his Author; for I told him, his Credit did not run high 

enough at preſent, to induce us to take his ſingle Affirmation, 
He quotes this Paſſage again, as a ſcurrzlous Attack upon 
him: But it would have been more to his Purpoſe to 
have produc'd bis Author, if he could, till he doth that, the 
Paſſage will go for an Invention of his own, and ſhow I had 
La right Notion of his Credit. 

We are now come to that upon which only our preſent 
Controverſy turns, the Laws of this Ringdem; by which, my 
„% Examiner affirms, Tythes are required to be Paid, 4s 4 
7 u Divine YWorſhip. This is what he is to prove, as well 

or as affirm ; which (as I ſhall ſhew ) he is yet very far from 
| oing. 


doing. Put before I can begin, I muſt take notice of an 
Erronr which he hath Corrected; by putting 27th Hen. VIII. 


Inſtead of the 32d ; the mentioning of which (he ſays) 


is playing at ſmall Game. But the true Reaſon why I men- 


tioned it was, becauſe whether it is the 27th or 32d, there 
is a palpable Miſtake. If I had a Mind to have been Nice 
upon his Faults, I might have blam'd him for not quoting 
the Chapter, as well as the Near; by which we might 


to diſcover this, will be to quote the Words of his 2d Pa. 
per as they ſtand in Page 11 of my Book, where he won 


ders how Impropriators can be eaß with ſuch a Title to Tythes, 


as 32 of Hen. VIII. (let us now make it 27.) gives them ; | 
without Applicaticn to the Parliament, to make Void that part 
of the ſaid Statute, which at the ſame time that it alienates | 
Ampropriate Tythes, aeclares them to be due to God and holy | 
Church. Now it I am able to read Engliſh, here arc two 
Things affirmed of one and the ſame Statute. Firſt, that it 


alienates Impropriate Tythes, 2dly, That it declares em to 


be due to God and Holy Church, If my Examiner therefore 


pitches upon 27 Hen. VIII. C. 20. that doth not alienate 


Inpropri ate Tythes ; if upon 32 Hen. 8. C. 7. that doth not 


declare them due to God and Holy Church. I hope he is not 
ſetting up to be 1#allible, ſince his late Iliunination. why 
can't he then own his Blunder and be Forgiven ? Or per- 
haps he might Fl a/ſcep while he was reading 27 Hen, VIII. 
C. 20. and ſome wnlucky Varict or other might change it to 
FF C. 7. againſt be waked: Any ſuch Excuſe would have 
ſery'd better, than falſly to ſuggeſt, he could pay me ten- 
ty ſuch ſmall Errours in my £60%, whereas I Challenge him 
to pay me one. 

To his Quotation out of 27 Hen. VIII. that Tythes are 
due to God and holy Church, Ianſwer' d thus, That it was fo 
far from coming up to his Point, of making Tythes an 
AR of Worſhip; that it did not neceſſarily infer, they were 
due of Divine Right in the Judgment of that very Parlia- 


ment, and I did not imitate my Examiner ſo fir as barely 


to affirm it; but I gave the fellowing Reaſons for that Al- 


ſertion : That fince their Anceſtors had by Human Ordi- 
nances dedicated them to Gud and the Service of his 
Church; they might very properly ſay they were due ta 


God and Holy Church, That God is pleaſed to accept what 
is given to Pious and Charitable Uſes, as a Ct to himſelf, 
As in Matt. 2y. 430. it would have loc d better in my Ex- 


aminer, 


know, what Act he means, there being a great many Act. 
paſs'd in the 27th Year of Hen. VIII. But the beſt way 
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aminer, (who pleaſes himſelf with the Honour of a Con? 
queſt) to have made ſome Reply to theſe pg. than 


to come off again with a Feſt ; as if (ſays he) 4 Thing could 
be due to God and not of Divine Right! here is rare Arguing ! 
ban't he ſpoke like an Oracle? Naw do I ſtiH maintain, upon 
the Grounds before mentioned, that a Thing may be due 
to God, and yet not by Divine Right ; for that ſuppoſeth a 
Divine unalterable Precept to found the Obligation upon; 
and yet it is molt certain, a Thing may be due to God, 
tho? he hath no where requir'd it as ſuch, by an expreſs 
Command in the Holy Writings. I will put this Writer 
in Mind of the Inſtance of Ananias and Sapphira, men- 
tioned 4%: 5th : Who after they had dedicated their whole 
Eſtate to God, and the Service of his Church ; brought 
but a certain Part, and laid it at the Apoſtles Feet, as if it 
it had been all; and were both ſtruck dead upon the Place, 
for concealing and denying the Reſt. The Apoſtle argues 
thus with Ananias, v. 4. Whilſt it remained (or before thou 
hadſt dedicated it in ſo folemn a Manner) was it not thine 
own o and after it was ſoid, was it not in thino own Power? 
why haſt thou conceived this Thing iu thine heart 2 Here it is 
ew; that the whole Eſtate of inanirs was due to God and 

is Church ; and theretore his Puniſhment was Juſt, for 
concealing and denying ome part of the Money: and yet 
it is as plain, that tho' ir was e to God, it was not due ta 
him by divine Right, that is, by any divine Precene, for the 
Apoſtle tells him plainly, that before he made that volan- 
575 —_ of it, it was his own, and perfectly at his own 

iſpoſal. 

But he deſires me to tell him, whether I don't believe 
King Henry VIIIth's Parliament, that declared Tythes to 
be due to God aud Holy Church, did bold the divine Right of 
Tythes, The Reader will imagine our Controverſy grows 
dow now; when it muſt depend upon my Thoughts of what 
the Parliament thought, in the time of King Henry VIII. 
But I am reſolycd to oblige my Examiner if I can, tho? his 
Queſtions are never ſo Ridiculous, and therefote tell 
him, I believe that Parliament did net hold Tythes to be 
duc of Divine Right; and chat for this Reaſon, becauſe 


is they made an Alienation of ſome of them, which I can't 


1 think a Majority of any full and free Parliament could be 
: 2 to do, that did really think them due of Divine 
ight. 
: My Argument about Hoſpitals is it ſcems ſo little to the 
: © Purpoſe, chat be Fance I ſpall be aſbam d Hit; and yet 
| G 2 mcthinks, 
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methinks; he ſhould have Confuted it by a better, in or- 

der to make me aſhame d. Bur we have only this one ſhort 

Queſtion, Are their Rents requir'd to be 2 as a Divine 
u 


Right 2 No, neither doth my Argument ſuppoſe the Cler- 
gy's ſo required : But if their Tythes have been dedicated 
to God, and their Heſpitals dedicated to God likewiſe ; 1 
hope there is as much Superſtition, in the One Dedicati- 
on, as the Other : I mean there is none in Either; and 
that was what I brought it to prove, and I find my Exa- 
miner could not diſprove it, becauſe he was forc'd to re- 
lieve himſelf, with a long Satyr, againſt the whole Body 
of the Clergy, and the Noah of Prieſt-Craft ; Topicks that 
are always to ſerve at a dead Lift, inſtead of Arguments. 
But our Author may go on unregarded by me, and rake 
together his whole heap of Scandal; I who am acquainted 
with the Power of his Pen, have nothing to deſire of him in 
the behalf of my Brethren, but that he would forbear 
giving them Vis good r; that being Indeed the only . 
pon he hath now left, whereby he is capable of doing any 
Man a Miſchief. | 

But I haſten to that upon which our Author chiefly 
builds his Aftertions, that the Payment of 'T'ythes is a Po- 
piſh Pal, Superſtition, and Wil! IWorſrip ; (terrible Names 
indeed if there was any Foundation to apply them to the 
preſent Cafe) and that is, That Tythes are requir'd by 27 
Hen, VIII. as due to God and Hely Church: From whence 
he makes another very wild Inference of his own, that they 
are requir'd as an Act of Divine Worſhip; and upon this, de- 
clares himſelf ready zo enter the Liſts with any one, that 


to pay them is Superſtition, without a Divine Precept. 


In Anſwer to this I affirm on the other Hand; 

1/t That Tythes are not enjon'd by 27 Hen, VIII. C. 20. 
as due to God and Holy Church. 
24h. That if they were Eugdted there to be ſo due, that 
would not conclude them an AQ of Worſhip. 

34ly, That in Fact, they can neither by Law be demand- 
ed, or paid as ſuch. 

In order to prove my firſt Particular, I need only ob- 
ſerve ; that the 27 Hen, VIII. C. 20. doth conſiſt of two 
Parts; a Preamble, and a Body; and that (as they who are 
acquainted with theſe Matters know) it is the Body of the 
Act only, which is (properly ſpeaking) de Law, or hath 
any force of Obligation in it ; the Preamble being a thing 


purely Introductory. That the Body of each Law begins | 


with ſuch Phraſes as theſe: Our Sovereign Lord the 1" | 
ath | 
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hath Enafted, &c. or Be it Enacted, Sc. A neceſſary Con- 
ſequence of this is, that Tythes being declared due to God 
and Holy Church only in the Preamble of 27 Hen. VIII. C. 
20; ſuch a Declaration is 20 Law, neither hath it any 
binding Force: from whence I conclude my firſt Aſſerti- 
on, that Tythes are not enjoyn'd by q7th Hen. VIII. C. 20, as 
due to God and Holy Church; and as to what that Parliament 
thought of them, tho tis wholly Impertinent, yet I have 
given my Opinion already. 
2dly, Let it be ſuppos'd, tho? the Contrary is Evident, 
that theſe Words were in the Body of the Act; and that 
Tythes were enjoyn'd as due to God and Holy Church zyet 
we could not from hence conclude them enjoyn'd as an 
Act of Worſhip. For a Revenue may be ſet apart for the 
Service of God and his Church, and yet be both Claim'd 
and Recover'd, as all other Debts ordinarily are, without 
requiring any Act of _ from the Perſon who pays it, 
which is in truth the Caſe of Tythes, notwithſtanding 
what my Examiner would Impoſe upon us to the Contra- 
ry. For that this was the ſole Deſign of the Legiſlature, 
will be Evident to any one, who will bur look into thoſe 
Laws, where Acts of Worſhip are really enjoyn'd. I 
ſhall only mention 3 Fac. C. 1. for a Thanksgiving' on the 
th of November, After the Preamble, the Statute begins 
thus. Be i Enacted, Sc. That all and ſingular Miniſters, 
in every Cathedral and Pariſh Church, or other uſual Place for 
Common Prayer, within this Realm of England, and the Do- 
minions of the ſame ; ſhall always upon the gth of Navember, 
ſay Morning Prayer, and give unto Almighty God Thanks for 
this miſt happy Deliverance ; and that all and every Perſon and 
Perſons, inbabiting within this Realm of England, and the 
Dominions of the ſame, ſhall always upon that Day, diligently 
and faithfully reſort to the Pariſh Church, or Chappel accuſtom- 
ed, or to ſome uſual Church or Chappel, where the ſaid Morning 
Prayer, Preaching, or other Service of God, ſhall be uſed ; and 
then and there to abide Orderly and Soberly during the time of 
the ſaid Prayers, Preaching, or other Service of God, there to 
be uſed and miniſtred. Here then we have an A# of Wor. 
{ip plainly required by Law; all Minifters are to ſay 
orning Prayer, Sc. and all Perſons are to reſort to the 
Pariſh Church, Se. always upon the 5th of November. 
Let my Examiner produce ſuch a Law as this, for his Act 
of Worſhip, till that be done, I hope he will excuſe us, 
if we will nar believe the Airy Inventions of his unſettled 
Zrain, in Contradiction to our own Senſes. 
C 3 For 


1. WJ 

For 3dh), Let it be farther conſidered, that Tythes can 
neither by Law be demanded or paid as an Act of Wor- 
io The Reaſon of this is evident, becauſe all the ne- 
ceſſary Circumſtances of Worſhip are wanting, which 
every Act mult have in Order to its being perform'd at 
all: Such as Time, Place, Order, &c. For if 1 was ask'd 
to prove, the Service appointed in the Book of Common 


| Prayer requird by Law, as an A# of Worſhip: The Me. 


thod to do it is to give a Satisfactory Anſwer to theſe 
11 ＋ 1 By what Law is this Act of Worſhip requi- 
red ? By the two Acts for Uniformity. At what time is it to 


be perform'd ? Upon every Lords Day, and the other times ap- 


pornted in the ſaid Book, In what Method is this Act of Wor- 
ſhip required? According to the Order printed in the ſaid 
Book of Common Prayer. In what Places is it to be of- 
fer'd up? In all the Cathedral, Collegiate and Pariſh Churches 
and Chappels within the Kingdom of England, Dominion of 
Wales, and Town of Berwick pon Tweed. By what Per- 
ſons ? By the Miniſters and People jointly and ſcverally. I 
deſire this Author to try his . 

and fee how his Act of Yorſhip will ſuit with theſe plain 
Queſtions. And ] muſt tell him, it is not his Confident turn 
of nothing in the World can be plainer, and the more ] look in- 
eo it the | Los T ſee it; that muſt Convince his Reader, but 
an honeſt downright Argument, it he hath ſuch a one, 
which will weigh down a Thouſand ſich Phraſcs as thoſe, 
with all Judicious Perſons. If my Examiner could pro- 
duce a Law in Force that would come up to theſe ; and a 
Form (ſuppoſe ſuch a One as Mr. Le/ly's, at which he dif 
chargcs ſuch a Torrent of Wit) cnjoyn”d by Authority ; and 
ſeme of tue Tythes brought for an Offering at a certain time, 
an lieu of the Whole, This would be to his Purpoſe; but 
according to his preſent Suppoſition, we have H/rſhip and 


10 Worſhip: Worſhip without the Circumſtances naturally i 
neceſſary to it; without Time, or Place, or Order, or Fer- 
ſons: A Worſhip wholly Chimerical, and (as the Law | 
ſtands) impradticable: Such an Act of Worſhip as in Fact 
can neither by the Law be demanded or paid, which was 


what I undertook to prove, 


I doubt not but the Reader will think J have been tedi- 


ous, Where a few Words would have been ſufficient ; but 


as this Objection of Tythes being required as an Act of 
Worſhip, is all that he can colourably ſay to Defend him- 
ſelf: I was willing to ſpend ſome Pains in ſhewing its 
Weakneſs and Abſurdity. 1 could enlarge farther it 1 thought 

| > | 


and, when he writes next, | 


(23) 
it needfull, but at preſent I ſhall only offer theſe two 
Heads to his Conſideration. | 

i/t, How he can reconcile the Laws requiring T'ythes 
to be paid as an Act of Divine Worſhip, with their re- 
quiring them to be paid to Laymen, who are Impropria- 
tors ? 

24h. How he can reconcile this with the Act of Tolera- 
tion, which tho it exempts all Diſſenters from the Penal- 
tys for not frequenting our Worſhip ;, yer doth not exempt 
them from the Payment of Tythes 2 And the Reaſon is Obvi- 
ous, becauſe T'ythes are not enjoyn'd by our Church to bs 
believ'd or done as a Part of the Worſhip or Service of God: 
Bur are requir'd by Law to be paid, as all other Common 
Debts ; ſo that herein alſo appears a plain Act of Injuſtice, 
in Subſtracting T ythes; in that it is a violent Seizure upon 
our Neighbour's Property : Upon that which neither they, 
nor their Anceſtors, ever Bought, or paid for : Nay upon 
that, which if they had bought they muſt have given /o ma- 
ny Tears Purchaſe more for the Eſtate, So that upon the 
Whole, any Quaker may as Juſtihably ſeize upon the Pro- 
duct of the Ground next to bi own, as upon any Tythes, the one 
being juſt as much his Property as the other. 
It is now a proper time to let my Examiner know, that 
# what 1 his 3d Reaſon, was overlook' d, becauſe it 
was Inſigniſicant; for it depends wholly upon taking that 
for granted, which he hath by no means prov'd; (the 
Contrary to which I believe the Reader will now think is 
prov'd) and that is, that Tythes are requir d by Law as an 
AR of Worſhip. When he hath clear'd this Point, it will 
be time enough to argue whether a Divine Precept is ne- 
ceſſary, for every thing appointed in the Service, or Wor- 
{hip of God. A Queſtion which I find he underſtands no 
more than the former; and in which, when it is truly ſta- 
ted; (If | had a Mind to wander) I could eaſily ſhew him 
to be miſtaken : Bur I perceive he is quite Sick of his Con- 
troverſie, and would fain raiſe a Duſt, on purpoſe to ſlig 
away in the midſt of it: Whereas I am rclulv'd, to keep 
him cloſe to his Buſineſs; and do therefore Inſiſt, that he 
# ſhould firſt prove Tythes requir'd by Law as an Act of 
Worſhip; before we procced to his other Argument, 
which is nothing but an Aſlertion built purely upon that 
Suppoſition. 

Let us now bricfly Sum up what hath been ſaid upon 
this Subject. | 
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To begin then with what my Examiner bath offer'd, 
Which is nothing to the Purpoſe. | 
Under which Head are to be placed, all his Arguments 

drawn from the Divine Right of Tythes: A Point which I 
have deſignedly wav'd, as looking upon the Title ſuffici- 
ently ſecured by the Laws of ths Kingdom. 

His Quotations out of Mr. Lefty are likewiſe (as I have 
obſerv'd) wholly Forreign ; who proceeds upon the Foun- 
dation of a Divine Right. 032 
_ Hither alſo we muſt bring all his Jeſts, and pretended 
Arguments from King Ethelwolf”s Dedication, For altho, 
if it was a Law now in force, it would not anſwer his 
End: Since a Popiſh Lepiſlature, may certainly (notwith- 
ſtanding their Superſtitious Tenets) make as firm Grants 
as 4 Proteſtant Ons ; otherwiſe what would become of all 
the Statutes made before the Reformation? Yet as I am wil- 
ling to keep him from flying from the thing in Debate, if 
I can ; the plain and ſhort Anſwer that J return is this, 
"That it is now no Part of our Law, and conſequently no 


Part of our Diſpute. All he hath ſaid about the Popes Su- 


premacy, Tranſubſtautiation, &c. and Articles of Faith, is as 
diſtant from his Subject as Eaſt and my The Papiſts in- 
fiſting chiefly upon the former, becauſe, (they fay) they 


are Commanded in Scripture; and beſides (as 1 have 


ſewn) they are by no means Applicable to our preſent 
ubject. 5 
Theſe Things being remov'd, let us now ſee wherein 
we agree, and where we differ, as to what directly concerns 
this Caſe of Tythes. | „ 
We are agreed (I think) as to the Sence of the Writers 
of the New Teſtament, (viz,) That a Maintenance is 
plainly Commanded for thoſe who Preach the Goſpel. 


We are agreed likewiſe (T ſuppoſe) that the Law hath | 


actually determined, what this Maintenance ſhall be. 
The only Reaſon then which hath the leaſt Shadow of 


cannot ſubmit himſelf to theſe Ordinances of Man is, be- 


eauſe Tythes are requir'd as an Act of Worſhip, and there» * 
fore not being enjoyn'd in the Goſpel, he cannot pay them 


without a Divine Precept. 
This is what I have e 


J have ſhewn, 


1ft. That Tythes are not enjonn'd as due to God and Ho- ] 


ly Church, by 27 Hen. VIII. C. 20. 


} 
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an Argument, that is offer d by my Examiner, why he | 


as I hope) Examin'd to the bottom, | 


nay wWe Sr 
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2ndly. That if they were ſo Enacted, it would not con 
clude them an 4# of Worſhip. ; : 

341y. That in Fact they can neither by Law be demand- 
ed or paid as ſuch. : 

Here therefore I expect my Examiner ſhould level his 
Artillery when he writes next; and not take Sanctuary 
in Excurſions nothing to his Purpoſe. As this 1s the only 
thing offer'd which hath ſo much as the Face of an Ob- 
jection, why he cannot comply with the Laws of the 
Kingdom in this Inſtance ; fo 1 do not only expect, that 
he ſhould anſwer my Reaſons againſt it ; bur likewiſe offer 
ſome better of his own in its behalf. And I muſt tell him 
plainly, that if he doth not do this, he leaves a poor, pre- 
carious Aſſertion, as Naked and Defenceleſs, as he himſels 
came from the Womb of hs Mother, 

Of Water-Bapeiſm, and the Supper with Bread and Wine, 

The firſt Thing that my Examiner takes notice 
of, which is at all Material, is the Three Fallacies I 
had charg'd upon him, in his Method of handling this 
Subject, which were, 

Iſt. A Suppoſition that our Two Sacraments are yet on- 
ly Parts of the Fewi/ſh Law, notwithſtanding our bleſſed 
Lord hath ſo evidently made them ſtanding Parts of the 


7 Chriſtian Religion. This (he ſays) is a Miſtake, and what I 
= ſhall never be able to prove, But I need only appeal to all 


who can read the Bible, whether I have proved it or not : 
For I defie any Man to ſhew me a more poſitive com- 
mand, than that of our Saviour to his Apoſtles, when he 
ſays, Go and teach all Nations Baptizing them: And do this 
in Remembrance of me, 

24/z, An Application of all thoſe Texts of Scripture, 
which have a Reference to thoſe Fewiſh Rites, which are 
Confeſſedly Aboliſhed; to the Two Chriſtian Sacraments, 
which are as manifeſtly always to be retained : His firſt | 
Objection is againſt the Word Sacrament ; which he ob- 
ſerves, was borrow'd from the Heather, ; and which he calls 
in the ſame Page, a Heatheniſh Word, Now the uſing a 
Term in Matters of Religion, (to which Sence I will ſup- 
— our Author would here reſtrain it) which hath been 

efore made uſe of by Heathens, is ſo far from being Cri- 
minal, that we have numerous Authorities for it in the Wri- 
tings of the New Teſtament. To Inſtance in ſome only: 
The Words 2 Altar, Prieſt, Sacrifice, are all there; 
and yet it is undeniable, that theſe Words were in uſe 
among the Heathens. The very Term 4Aiy e, or the Word, 
: Was 
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was not only among the Jews, but the Plaroniſis alſo 
Nay St. Paul tells us, Act, 17, 23. that when he was ar 
Athens, the Superſtitious Heathens had an Altar there, with 

this Inſcription ; To the Unknown God. What then muſt | 
we do ? muſt we blot all theſe Words, and many more, out 
of our Bibles, and caſt off even the Names of the Moꝛd 
and of God, becauſe the Heathens had the ſame Terms? 

If not, I hope here is Warrant ſufficient to juſtiſie our do- 
ing the like; provided the Term be uſed in a Sound 
Senſe. And indeed tho* I know we are Commanded in 
Reſpect to the Heathen, not to learn their Mozks; Yer 1 

perſwade my ſelf it is a Sin of this Author's own making, 
or at leaſt of Authors of his Size; not to learn their 

Mozds. But thus it happens when mal Readers are fo wh 

Conceited, as to become ſmall Writers, and venture to 

put down Arguments, tho' they are not capable of diſcern- S0 

ing whither they lead, or the Conſequences that attend 


them. Wi 

But he goes on, Page 22, and ſays of me, that I having no 
bwn'd Page 38. 41. that Water-Baptiſm and the Supper ene 
with Bread and Wine were Fewi( Rites; he preſumes tis i. 
Paſt my Skill to alter their Property, and make them Chri- „e 
ſtian. I'm afraid this Writer hath got ſuch an ill Habit, an 
that it's now very difficult for him to repreſent a Thing pl: 
fairly. What I own in the Pages referr'd to is this, That , o 


ll] Baptiſm, or Purification with Water, was one of the Initiating | ti 
Il! Ordinances for the Fewiſh Proſelytes ; and that the Cuſtom of 


Eating Bread, and Drinking Nine, was uſed when the Paſſo- = 
ver was Celebrated. But J am very far from owning, that m 


the Water-Baptiſm, and the Supper of the Lord with a 


Bread and Wine, wow in ue among us, were ever Fewiſh th 
Rete: I mean, were ever usd by them to the ſame End Cl, 
and Purpoſe that we uſe them now. (For tho' Purification th 
with Water was a Mark of Initiation to their Proſelytes, R. 
yet it did not make them Chriſtians ; nor was it done, i ++; 


zn the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ; and altho* | fit 
they did eat Bread and drink Wine at the end of the Paſ- m 
ſover; they never did it in Remembrance of the Death of fa 
| Chriſt.) So far is it then from that, that I affirm them to be P 
Chriſtian Ordinances, Poſitively Commanded by Chriſt F v 
himſelf, and therefore there is no need of altering their 


F mM 
| * : | 11 
| is 3d Fallacy lay, in wreſting thoſe. Places of Scrip- t 
ture, which give a Preference to the Inward Part of the Sa- fo 


rente, (and which we all acknowledge ought to be peo A 
WTR er 
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(21) 
1) 25 if they were ſo many Proofs, that the Outward arg 
2 neglectel. In his Anſwer he doth not pretend to de- 
y the Charge, but thinks to come off by asking a Que- 
Hon or two, nothing to the preſent Purpoſe, N is noo 
hat Duty put in Prattice ? Why are not the People taught this 
Do1Rrine by their Paſtors > Why fo they are, and they are 
aught likewiſe ; that the Uſe of the Outward Sign, is the 
ay appointed by Chrift, to receive the I Part, or 
thing ſignified; and they are charged, not to be ſo lifted 
Jup with Spiritual Pride, as, (inſtead of waiting upon God 
in the Method he hath appointed) to kick ar bis Pre- 
cepts, and think themſelves Miſer than Infinite Wiſdom. 
As to the ſeveral Difficulties he puts down Pag. 233 
which he met with before in Relation to his Compliance 
with theſe Inſtitutions; he tells me, I have given them no 
Solution : And he may think what he will, the Reafon 
was not becauſe IT could not, but becauſe I found he was 
willing to ſteal away from hy proper Buſineſs, which I did 
not intend he ſhould : For pray to what Purpoſe is it to 
endeavour to Convince a Man, who hath the Power of Ad. 
miniſtring? who are the proper Subjects? and how the Sacra- 
ment is to be receiv'd 2 when he doth not own there are 
any ſach things 4s Sacraments appointed? Is not this 
® plainly beginning at the wrong End ? Let him therefore firſt 
own the Outward Part of the Sacraments, of Divine In- 
ſtitution; and then I will promiſe my Endeavours, to re- 
move any Difficulties that may ariſe, as to the Manner of 
receiving them. But till he doth that, he is miſtaken in 
me, if he thinks Iam to be decoy'd or diverted after ſuch 
a Manner : And as to his Challenge, I tell him, I am of 
the ſame Opinion, in the ſeveral Particulars, with the 
Church of England as by Law Eſtabliſked ; whoſe: Tenets in 
theſe Points are ſo fully known in her Canons, Articles, 
Rubrick, and Homilies; that this may ſerve as a fall and Ca- 
tegorical Anſwer to all his Queſtions, And when he thinks 
fit ro give up the Thing now in Diſpute, about the Sacra- 
ments themſelves; if then his doub+ins Soul remains un- 
ſatisfied; I offer him to pick and chooſe out of all his 
& Dithculties, and if he takes that fide of the Queſtion, 
which is contrary to the Doctrine of the Church, I pro- 

miſe him he hall not want an Anſwer. 

As to the Dirt he endeavours (tho? in vain) to throw at 
the Clergy ; as if many of them were of loſe Lives, and 
ſome believꝰd nothing of Religion : Tho? I dare ſay, if he 
was call d upon to name by many, it would appear he hath: 

printed 
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(23) 
printed a Scandalous Slander ; yet I ſhall let it paſs amongſt 
the other Inſtances of his Chriſtian Temper and Moderation, he 
The Reader may imagine, I could eaſily recriminate, was WM: 
I diſpos'd to tread in the baſe and diſhonourable Steps of my ro 
Examiner; at preſent therefore I ſhall only deſire him to Har 
apply his own: Reflection to himſelf, to conſider the Infamous em, 
Part he hath lately ated, and what the World can think Hav 
of him, and hu Religion, pre. 
But he fancies, he hath brought me to an inſuperable Gh 
Difficulty : For if theſe Sacraments are not ab/o/utely ne. nece 
reſſary to Salvation, how can I prove them generally ſo, | 
he deſires to ſee in my next, And yet all this Idle boaſting # 
was perfectly needleſs, for if he hath recovered his Eye- der 
fight, he might have ſeen it prov'd in my laſt, Pag. 35. to | 


. 
E 
© 


Which] refer. But there are none ſo blind, as they who put 
will not ſee ; and I preſume the true Reaſon why he did h 
not, was, becauſe it contain'd, what he could ſooner obje# | tho 
Fo, than Anſwer. For to ſay of the Sacrament of Baptiſm, W 
Cor Inſtance) that it is abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, is the 
table to ſuch a Conſtruction, as if we affirm'd, no Man the 
could be ſav'd, who is not Baptized: This is what we do not an- 
affirm, we leave ſuch to the Mercy of God, But yet we the 
ſay it is generally neceſſary; neceſſary where it can be had - pla 
neceſſary according to the Terms of the Goſpel; neceſſary to ſta 
our being in Covenant with Chriſt, And tho' I would C 
not 0 gain the whole World, die unbaptiz d; yet far be it ſer 
from me to determine, that our good God hath no Com- 27 

aſſion in ſtore, for any of thoſe, who have miſſed that he 
Water-Baptiſm which he hath / plainly Commanded. And th. 
thus much we may ſafely ſiy, that Eternal Happineſs is de 
2 Pearl of too great a Price, to be left to a Hazard, when MW 
we may be certain to poſſeſs it, if the Fault be not our ” 
own. 
Hie afterwards obſerves, that he added the abſtaining An 
From things ſtrangled, and from Blood, enjoyn'd As 1 5. 29. hi 
and the Anointing the Sick with Oil in the Name of the Lord, " 
Nh 


mentioned James F. 14. as Arguments, that Water Bap- 
tiſm and the Supper may like wiſe be diſuſed ; with which 1 


] was ſo pinchd, that I pretend not to underſiand them, | de 
hereas the true Motive of my paſſing them over was, pl 
= TV 


becauſe I did in Truth underſtand, they were nothing tx * 
Ls Purpoſe. The Occaſion of enjoyning the firſt of theſe, 1 
is clearly ſet down, in the Beginning of A#s 15. where we P. 


| | find that after Paul and Barnabas had gathered a Church 
| at Antigch, certain Men which came down from Judca, taught , 
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ion Ie Brethren, and ſaid ; except ye be circumciſed after the 
vag Manner of Moſes, ye cannot be ſaved, v. 1. Upon this there 
my Proſe ſo great a Diſſention among them, that Pau! and 
to Barnabas were ſent to the Apoſtles, and Elders, at Feruſa- 
ous em, for a final Determination of this Controverſy. Who 
nk Whaving declared the whole Matter to them, received this 
preremptory Sentence. v. 28, 29. It ſeemed good to the holy 
le Gheſt, and to ns, to lay upon you no greater Burthen, than theſe 
Fneceſſary Things : That ye abſtain from Meats offer'd to Idols, 
and from Blood, and from Things ftrangled, and from Forni- 
ation. From hence it is plain to any one, who conſt 
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8 ders the Occaſion of this Decree, that the Commanding 
o them, to abſtain from things Strangled, and from Blood; was 
o purely for the Peace and quiet of the Church, for the fake of 
1 W which, they were at that time neceſſary; and altho' they 
thought it unreaſonable, to compel them to be Circumciſed : 
„ Which was what they from Judea inſiſted upon; neyer- 
$ theleſs they judg'd it expedient, that they ſhould Sacrifice 
their Chriſtian Liberty in theſe Inſtances, to the Weakneſs 
rand Mis-apprehenſions of the Fews. That theſe were 
their Intentions, and that they were ſo underſtood, is 
plain by the Event: Since when time, and a riper Under- 
» © ſtanding, had wore off theſe Prejudices from the Fewiſp 
| is Chriſtians ; the Injunction ceas'd, and was no longer ob- 


ſerved ; the Occaſion for which it was given, being now 
at an End. If my Examiner ſhall pretend to argue from 
hence, that the Sacraments may alſo be diſuſed, becauſe 
they were enjoyn'd in Compliance with the Fews ; I muſt 
deſire him to prove as well as affirm it. Let him ſhew out of 
the Sacred Writings, that there was ever any Controverfy 
between the Fewiſh and Gentile Chriſtians, in Relation to 
the Efficacy and Obligation of theſe holy Ordinances ; 
and what Determination the Apoſtles gave upon it. Let 
him ſhew there was ever the leaſt Scruple, in Reſpect to 
their Submiſſion to theſe divine Inſtitutions; or the leaſt 
Intimation in Scripture, they were adminiſtred to comply 
with any thing but the Commands of Chriſt : If he cannot 
do this, tho' he aftirm as long, and as poſitively as he 
pleaſes, yet the Reader will ſee this vaſt 1 Difference be- 
twieen hx Caſe and mine; that one hath nothing to ſupport 
it, but is perfectly gratis Dictum; whilſt the other de- 
pends upon the plain Scope and Declarations of the holy 
Writings, | 
The Anointing the Sick with Oil in the Name of the Lord, 
is a plain Alluſion to a Ceremony in uſe among the A- 

poſtles, 


(30) 
poſtles, when they healed Diſeaſes and work'd Miraculul 
Cures, Thus it is ſaid Mark 6. 13. That they caſt out ma] 
ny Devils, and Anointed many with Oil that were Sick, ani 
healed them; not that the Apoſtles always thought them 
ſelves tyed to the Uſe of this Ceremony, for they effectec 
their Cures often without it; ſo in the As by raking | 
the Hand, by Embracing, by a bare Word. C. 3. v. 7. C. 20. 
v. 10. C. 9. v. 34, 40. Now in Reference to this Ulſagel 
St. James likewiſe ſays C. 5. 14, 15. is any Sich among you 1% 
let bim call for the Elders of the Church, and let them pra 
over bim, anointing him with Oil in the Name of the Lord, and 
the Prayer of Faith ſhall ſave the Sick, and the Lord ſhall raiſc 
him up. So that you ſce clearly from theſe Scriptures, that 
this was a Ceremony Sometimes uſed, ſometimes diſuſed by 
the Apoſtles in their miraculous Cures of the Sick and 
Diſeaſed : St. Fames here alludes to it as ſuch, and as 
ſuch it might be innocently either omitted, or retained, 
But when this came in after Ages to be abuſed to unlawful 
Purpoſes ; when the Papiſts came to inſiſt upon it as 4 
Sacrament, tho? it is evidently no more than a bare Ceremo. 
ny, and was unqueſtionably look'd upon as ſuch in the A- 
poſtolick Age: Nay when it was never ſo much as Inſti- 
tuted by Chriſt, or any where declared neceſſary, or a 
Means of Grace: It was thought needful, to pur a ſtop 
to this Practice, which might undoubtedly be done with 
very good Warrant; ſince the Apoſtles themſelves viſited 
many lick Perſons, and healed them, without giving them 
any Unition at all: Which plainly ſhews, that it was not | 
neceſſary, but intended only as a Ceremonial Action; 
which might be cither complyed with, or forborn, as was 
moſt Expedient. Perhaps my Examiner may reply to this, 
that he eſteems Water Baptiim, and the Supper, to be juſt 
ſuch Ceremonies as this. But I muſt again remind him, 
that there's a mighty Difference betwixt ſaying and proving; | 
if he thinks fir to attempt the Latter, let him ſhew this | 
Un&ion to be an Inſtitution of Chriſt, or that he hath ſaid 
of it, do thy in Remembrance of me: Let him ſhew me out 
of the Bible, that except a Man be Anointed with Oil, 
he cannot enter into the Kingdom of God: That he that be- 
lievetb, and is Anointed with Oil ſpall be ſaved: That this 
outward Unction is the Communion of the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt, aud a ſhewing forth his Death: That we have Re- | 
miſſion of Sins and the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt by being A- 
nointed with Oil: I ſay, let him produce ſuch Texts as 


theſe, for Anointing the Sick with Oil, (which are all Þ 
| e 


9 9 
e ſhewn for Baptiſm and the Lords Supper) and we will 


lou earken to him; and yet if he could produce ſuch, what 
i ould the Conſequence be ? That we ought to diſcard our 
fro Sacraments ? No, quite the contrary. The Reſult of 
8 all would be only this; that we ought to be anointed with - 


Oil in the Name of the Lord. =» | 

My Quarrel with him for flipping in the Word Sacra- 
mental among thoſe of St. Paul, was not, (as he would 
© perſwade the Reader) for adding a Word to the Text in 4 


4" Parentheſir, That 1 knew to be uſual; but for adding 
ich a Word, as quite perverted the Meaning of the A- 


F poſtle; who was far from intending, that thoſe Words 
W which are particularly applied to the ſeveral Judaical Ob- 
ſervances there mentioned, ſhould be applied to the Sa- 
craments of the Chriſtian Religion. And therefore he did 
not act like an honeſt Commentator by ſuch an Application. 


28k any one doubt of this, let him but read over what St. 
d Paul ſays, 1. Cor. 11. of receiving the Sacrament of the 
ul Lords Supper, and then ſee how it can be made Conſi- 
a 


ſtent, with its being a thing Indifferent, or that we ſhould 
not judge one another in this reſpect. And beſides I muſt 
now talk farther with him on this Account. For if Sacra- 
mental is a Heatheniſh Word, and he doth in good Earneſt 
believe there is any Evil in uſing it: It was certainly but 
a Heatheniſkly done of him, co {lip it into the Sacred Text of 
St. Paul. But it ſeems in my owning thefe Jewiſh Ob- 
ſervances aboliſh'd by the Coming of Chriſt, I have given 
away my Cauſe; given it away unanſwerably. A Perſon who 


C2} had had no Dealings with this Writer, would be apt to 
5 WH throw away his Pen, and give up his Cauſe indeed for 
s loſt, to ſee him Triumph with ſuch Aſſurance. 

a But I who am us'd to him, begin now to know his 


meaning, when an Argument is / weak that he himſelf 
can't but diſtruſt its Strength; he ſupports it with a no- 
thing can be plainer, the more I look into it, the better I ſee 
3t ; This I think is unanſwerable. Reckoning it ſufficient, 
if the Deficiencies of hi; Brain are ſupplied by his Frebead. 
But you muſt know this is not one, but a Cluſter of Argu- 
ments hanging together. 8 

Firſt he proves, that ſince the Fews had this Rite, it mw/# 
be, (or at leaſt have been) 4 Fudaical Obſervance. Now 


" Www iF 7< _<©(T7 ww 7 4. 


L _ is ſo plain, that it is ready to burſt with ſelf Evi- 

| nce, 
His Second Argument proceeds upon the Suppoſition; 
that the ſeveral Judaical Obſervances mention d, Col. 2. 16. 
are 
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plain Command out of the New Teſtament for our Chri- 


they are clearly enjoin'd by our Lord and Saviour; I told ut 


19. Iargued thus: If ro Baptize and to Waſh, are Words Poor 


7 


dre aboliſhed. But what 


C32) 


if I ſhould put in 4 Cavrat here 


and affirm, that the Bread and Wine which the Fews ea © 
and drank after the Paſſover, is not included in this Text® 75 
Why then he can prove it thus. Bread and Wine is Meat r. 
and Drink, (That's beyond Diſpute) and Meat and Drin ©, 
being mention'd as a Religious Obſervance, Col. 2. 16, and .; 
aboliſh'd by the Coming of Chriſt. Therefore, or 

All Meat and Drink (as a Religious Obſervance) is a „ 
boliſh'd by the Coming of Chriſt. - 

Pretty Dove! how unanſwerably he Argues ! We have x; 
here no leſs than two palpable Miſtakes in this Irrefraga 
ble Argument, n 

For Firſt, The Apoſtle doth not refer in this Place to 5ul 


the Bread and Wine which the Fews uſed after the Paſſo. al 
ver, but to thoſe Meats and Drinks particularly, which (fo 
were forbidden by their Law: Thoſe of which they ſaid, WT; 
touch not, taſte not, handle not, Which he left Chriſtian ca, 
at Liberty to eat and drink, or to forbear, with this In- 
junction only; that they ſhould not jadge or condemn on: 
another, But, A 

Secondly, If we ſhould allow St. Paul to intend this very 
Bread and Wine among the Fewiſh Meats and Drinks here Mnte 
ſpoken of, yet I hope that would not hinder us, but we j 
might uſe Meat and Drink in our Chriſtian Ordinances, eſ. litt! 
pecially if Chriſt thought fir to enjoin them. The Fallacy 78. 
then is what the Logicians call, a dicto Secundum quid ad by: 
dictum Simpliciter. That is, drawing a General Concluſi. 
on, from particular Premiſes. I told my Examiner in my 
Reflections, that this was what we inſiſted upon, to wit, ai 


ſtian Sacraments, and we are fo far from laying any ſtreſs, 
upon the eating and drinking Bread and Wine, in Uſe a- 
mong the Jews; that we do nor found any part of our Ob- 
ligation to the Sacraments upon their Uſages, but becauſe : 


him alſo, that his retreating to Types and Shadows was but We 


. a wrapping himſelf up in Darkneſs in hopes to be cover d: But Mat 
he is reſolv'd {till ro Blunder on in the ſame Track, tell Nui 


him what I will, that he may Convince me his Scull or his 
Conſcience is Impenetrable. 0 

To prove that Water Baptiſm is Commanded, Mat. 28. 
originally of the ſame Import, and NHuſping implies Mater; 
then tho the word Water, is not there, the Thing is plain 


 Commanded. To this he anſwers, That if by Water, 18 


4& 
* 
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C33) 
mean material or Elementary- Water; he agrees that to Bap? 
tize and to Waſh are Wards originally of the ſame Import 
but Waſhing or Baptizing doth not always imply Water ; an 
the Word Water being not mention d, the thing is not plainly 
Commanded, This (it ſeems) is fair Arguing, and foils my 
chief Argument, If I ſhould demand a Scripture Inſtance, 
| wherein Waſhing or Baptizing does not imply Water, he referrs 

me to Matt. 3. 11. He ſhall Baptize you with the Holy Ghoſt 
aud with Fire, And Acts 1. 5. Te al be Baptized with the 
re Holy Ghoſt or Spiritual Baptizm. Os | 
al was willing to put down his fair Argument at large, 

chat the Reader might ſee it at one View; and it amounts 
to juſt to thus much: That becauſe to Baptize is not always 
o- taken in its genuine and litteral Senfe in the Scriptures 3 
oY (for when it is ſo taken it does always imply Water.) 
Therefore it muſt not be fo taken Mart. 28. ig. Or be- 
cauſe we clearly fee, by the Words that go along with it, 
Wand che Senſe of the Text, that to Baptize hath ſomerimes a 
curative Meaning: Therefore it myſt have ſuch a Mean- 
g, Mau 28. 19; tho? neither the Words which go along 
„ vith it, or the Senſe of the Text do require a figurative 
el nterpretation, but quite the Contrary, If my Reader 
vill forgive me, I deſire to borrow this fair Argument a 
little while, in order to ſhew it in its true Colours. We read, 
Y, 12. that after St. Peter was delivered our of Prifori 
by an Angel, he came to the Houſe of Mh the Mother 
[1 df John, and v. 13. as Peter knocked at the Door a Damſel came 
Yo bearlen. Now if any one hath a Mind to enter into a 
a ggearned Controverſy with me, Whether this was erah a Door 
A- 20, at which Peter knocked ; I'll undertake to prove it 
, , not, by my Examiner's fair Argument in its full Strength, 
a-WAnd it proceeds thus, | x 
b-W If by a Door you mean 4 material Door, J anſwer thus: 
ſe agree that the original Word 8. % ſigniſies a Door; 
id put it doth not always ſigniſie a material Door, and the 
ut e Word Material not being mentioned, it is not plain 
ut hat St. Peter knock'd at a material Door. This is fair Ar- 
ell Buirg, and foils your chief Argument. 
lf you ſhould demand a Scripture Inftance wherein 5v2z 
goth not ſigniſie a material Dor, I ſhall give you three out 
8. Ff many. Our Lord fiith of himſelf Fo. 10 g. I am the 
4s Poor; and it is ſaid Atts 14. 27. that God hath opened the 
Torr of Faith unto the Gentiles. Nay we have the very 
"1 'oras which you would perſwade me are to by e 
= an 
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(34) a 
taken in St: Peter's Caſe, Rev. 3. 20. Behold I ſtand at the * 


Door and knock, þ 


3 
1 
Let any indifferent Man give his Opinion, whether if 
I ſhould rea ly urge ſuch an Argument as this: I was not c 
better qualified for Bedlam than to write Books, My Argu- r 
ment then ſtands unſhaken, that if to Baptize and to Waſh # b 
are Originally Words of the fame Import, Water. Baptiſmm < 
is Commanded, Matt. 28. 19 becauſe no one can be waſh- 7 y 
ed without ſome Liquor. and the Liquor the Apoſtles uſed ti 
was Water. And I do ſtill tell him, that to ſhift this off C 
with a figurative Senſe, is wretchedly Ridiculous, unleſs 
it be firſt ſhewn, that the Words cannot be taken in their 
plain litteral Meaning. This was what he could not ſnew, g 
and therefore very honeſtly left this Paſſage out of his Quo- v 
tation: tho* it contains a plain eaſy Rule, to know whe- 31 
hor Words are to be taken in their native Senſe or no. m 
deſir d him, pag. 38. to oblige me with a certain Rule th 
when we muſt take Baptize in a litteral, and when in a w. 
figurative Senſe : Nay, I gave him a Rule of my own,” A 
that it muſt be always taken literally, where it is not re- ec 


ſtrain'd by the Words accompanying it. But what do. I te 
talk of Rules, which are a ſort of wicked human hwventions, 7 m 
that do almoſt as much Miſchief in Diſputes, as Logick ? ſh 
Vile Contrivances made to put an End to Controverſies, ra! 
and which o:ght above all things to be avoided by him, th: 
who is on the rng fide of the Queſtion, In ſhort, the pre- 
ſent Debate between me and my Examiner, turns upon 
this ſingle Point; whether the word Baptize, Matt. 28. 
19. is to be literally or fiauratively under{tood. The literal '$ 
Acceptation, is what I inſiſt upon, and then it manifeſtly ſig · the 
nifies to Baptize with Water. To this he replies, that it ¶ co 
is taken ſiguratively in other Places, and therefore ought uU wit 
Ge ſo here, "The plain Anſwer to that is, that where-ever it Pol 
is figuratively taken, the Words which accompany it, do #82; 
neceſſarily reſtrain it to ſuch a Sence, As in his own In. 
ſtance to Baptize with the Holy Ghoſt, and with Fre; h. 
doth ſo plainly limit the Meaning of the Word Baptize, Mar- 
that no one of common Senſe can help ſeeing, that to Bap- he 
tize with the Holy Ghoſt and with Fire, cannot ſignifie to: Cb. 
| Baptize with Water. But then to apply this Indiſcriminate- un 
h (as my Examiner doth) to the word Baptize, when it is t 
not to be reſtrained by the Words which accompany it, h 
is, I muſt again tell him, (let him hate the Saying if he Jou; 
Will) wrecchedly Ridiculous, For if we are not to underſtand Rul 
the piain Words of Scripture in their literal Scnſe (ny ie! 
CcV:iacl 
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= (35) 
N * Neceſſity obliges us to the contrary ; and this Ne- 
ceſſity is not to be meaſured by poſitive Aſſe tions, but the 
u ord of: God) we mult even lay aſide our Bibles, for there 
can be no End of Contention and Wrangling. I muſt 
remind him as to what he adds, (that to Baptize ought to 
be ſo underſtood here, or elſe we ſhould Exclude the true 
* Goſpel-Baptiſm) that Confident Affr mat ions weigh nothing 
with me; and that I hope in this Treatiſe fully to ſa- 
© tisfy every honeſt Reader out of the Scriptures ; that true 
® Goſpel Baptiſm is no otherwiſe to be had than by Baprizing 
with Mater. 
This likewiſe ſerves for a full Anſwer to his next Para- 
graph; for if to Baprize, is to be taken literally in the 
words of the Commiſſion ; and when it is fo taken always 
implies Water : Then it is evident, that Chriſtian Baptiſm 
3 muſt be adminiſtred with Water as well as John's; and that 
X theſe Texts, He ſha! Bapti ze you with the Holy Gheſt, and 
with Fire; which contain only a particular Promiſe to the 
3 Apoſtles, which was viſibly perform'd on the Day of Pen- 
© tccoſt, cannot be general/y applied, to the Excluſion of Wa- 
1 ter- Baptiſm, which is ſo plainly commanded, and was fo 
„ 3 manifeſtly uſed by the Apoſtles themſelves. This I had 
2 "*ſhewn in my Reflections pag. 39. to be ſo clear from f-ves 
s, ral Texts of Scripture, that it is he only who denies it, 
n, that makes himſelf wiſer than the Holy Penman, and is guil- 
e- ty of a bold Preſumption. 
3 As to the particular Caſe of the Apoſtles, (St. Paul ex- 
8. cepted) I told him, the Scripture was wholly ſilent, whe- 
al ther they were Baptized with Water or no; and that 
therefore he could no more prove the Negative, than [ 
could the Affirmative. Upon this he Swells and Triumphs 
without Meaſure, tho? it makes not in the leaſt for his Pur- 
poſe. He don't dare to ſaz, (cries he) that the Aprſiles were 


Bapti ed with Mater, in the Name of the Father, Son and 
In- Hoh Ghoſt ; well knowing he was net able to prove it. And 


what if I ſhould retort the fame to him? He doth not 
ze, Mare to ſay, the Apoſtles were not fo Baptized, well knowing 
1p. Ihe is not able to prove it. Here we might H:@:r, and 
Cballenge, and Dare one another, and at laſt leave the Ar. 
gument, juſt where we found ir. I therefore proceeded 
is to ſhew, pag. 36. That the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, 


it, hich they Received, was fo plainly vitble and Miracu- 
he our; that it cannot be drawn into Practice, if Ordinary 
ind Rules were ſuperſided ; 49s; 2. 1 Cc. And I told him 


[6Wikewiſe, that as the (Wakers could nat pretend to give 
ene 1 2 fuch 


* 
* 
** 
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ſach Proofs of their Spiritual Baptiſm, they ought to lay ,; 
hold on thoſe outward and ordinary Means of Grace, „ I 
which Chriſt hath Commanded, and all Chriſtian 
Churches have Executed to this Day. My Examiner hath r 
a much better Talent at Shifting an Argument, than Au- B 
Jwering it; and therefore would put me off with this for a ff 
Reply, Does he believe that none are Baptized with the Bap- m 
tiſm of the Spirit, but thoſe who have ſuch Miracles? If ſo, 9 


what is become of the Inward and Spiritual Grace of Baptiſm 15 ® 
in this Age, which (he cries) is preferable to the outward Sign, hi 
and to be the principle (he would ſay principal) Part of Bap- M 
#iſm 2 Any Man that reads this would imagine, that I had he 
made a Doubt, whether we could have the Baptiſm of the ag 
Spirit in this Age, now Miracles are ceaſed, whereas the 4e 
Thing that my Examiner was to have Replied to, if he gl; 
could, was this, That if we ſhould ſuppoſe, tho? not he 


grant, that the Apoſtles were not Baptized with Water : E: 
Whether that particular Inſtance, which was an Accom- 
pliſhment of a particular Promiſe, and was attended wirh 
ſuch Miraculous Circumſtances, to ſhew the Divine Ap- 
probation ; whether this, I ſay, can excuſe us, to whom | % 
all theſe Circumſtances are wanting, from complying with mu 
a plain General Command of our Saviour, back'd as } 
plainly with Apoſtolical Practice, and that follow'd with fell 
the concurrent Uſage of all Chriſtian Churches? As to his "way 
Shifting Queſtions ] anſwer thus: That the Baptiſin of the If 
Spirit is to be had without Miracles; and the fame way roo Mn t 
in this Age, that the Apoftles themſelves made uſe of in 
that Age; my Meaning is, by Baptizing with Water. ---- 
What he urges afterwards, of the Inwird Operation of % 
the Holy Ghoſt in the Heart being ſufficient, without uſing 
the outward appointed Means ; is ht for them to believe, the ( 
who will rely upon his bare Aſſertion, in Contradiction to ime 
the Holy Scripture; and beſides what follows, is a plain e. 
Confuration of ir, For 1 obſerv'd pag. 36. that St. Pa 
(one of the Apoſtles) was unqueſtionably baptized ; At: M 
22. 16, and yet his Converſion and Appointment to his 
Office was very Miraculous : If the extraordinary Eftuſion # 
of the Spirit, which was frequent in thoſe Days, was of *Þ 
it ſelf ſuthcient to Baptize or Waſh him: without Doubt, Pere 
he had received it in a very ſenſible Manner: But we ſee 6. 6. 
plainly, he was afterward enjoin'd the outward inſtituted % th 
Means of Water-Baptiſm ; to ſhew us, that God will not hat | 
diſpenſe with the Omiſſion of ſtared Ordinances, I did Wer-B: 
expca that after I had ſo fully ſhewn him his Miltake, hicl 
: in 
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; . pretending to make the Caſe of the other Apoſtles a 


, ' Precedent for ſucceeding Chriſtians, whereby they might 
| Fdiſuſe Water-Baptiſm ; he would have been ſo Civil in his 
turn, as to have replied ſomething to this Caſe of St. Paul. 
ut it is an ugly crabbed Argument, that lies within the 
2 mall Compaſs of five Lines; and therefore he thought it 
- 5 more Convenient wholly to overlook it, and truſt himſelt 
„and his Cauſe to the Mercy of the Reader. 

Any one that will give credit to him, would think by 
his next Paragraph, that I have beſtowed upon him hard 
Words for not quoting the Apoſtle Peter Sincerely, or as 
he afterwards expreſſes it Verbatim. Whereas my Charge 
againſt him was this; that he did not quote him out of 


# Bur I haſten to his Explication of the Text, which (if 
Fou'll believe him) was omitted before for Brevitys ſake ; 
and which (I dare ſay) the Reader will be of Opinion had 
1 much better been omitted now. | 
% He obſerves from v. 44. That becauſe the Holy Gho 
h fell on all them which heard the Word, the Apoſtle Peter 
is was made a Miniſter of the Baptiſm of the Spirit, Now 
jk he means that they had extraordinary Gifts conferred 
oon them, while Peter was ſpeaking, that is beyond Diſ- 
pute: But that this was not the Chriſtian Baptiſm is as 
plain, becauſe they receiv'd Water-Baptiſm afterwards. 
And indeed we find theſe miraculous Effuſions, which 


t; kee, even at and after the ceaſing oi theſe miraculous 
Its, 

n la the Caſe of the Epheſians, As 19. Water-Baptiſm 

ol preceded theſe extraordinary Manifeſtations. v. 5. They 


Pere Baptized in t be Name of the Lord Feſus. After. which, 
e 6. 6. Paul laid bis Hands upon them, and the Holy Ghoſt came 
ed n them, and they ſpas with Tongues and Propheſjed, So 
ot chat here likewiſe ig a plain Diſtinction between their Wa- 
id er-Baptiſm, and the wonderful Efful:ons of the Spirit 
* hich they afterwards received. Rut vo return to the In- 
in D 3 ſtance 


* 
© 
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That had Peter underſtood Water-Baptiſm to be Comm and- | 
ed, Matr. 28. 19. he would not have ashed whether any Man 917 
could forbid it; but proceeded forthwith to the Executing there- 


my france of St. Peter. The ſhort and material Queſtion a- WM 
WE riſing from hence is this: Whether this extraordinary Ef. 
MI fuſion was of it ſelf ſufficient to make them Members of 1 
Wh Chriſt without Water-Bapriſm? And ir plainly appears WM" 
it was not; for the Apoſtle ſaid, v. 47. Can any Man for- . 
bid Water, that theſe ſhould not be Baptized, which have re- 0 
ceived the Holy Ghoſt as well as we? And | muſt tell my Ex- 0 h 
aminer, that this Text is ſo very plain and preſliing upon GE 
them; that if there was no other, whereby to determine 
the meaning of our Saviour's Commitlion, or indeed, ik © 
WF the Words of the Commiſſion did not determine their * 
con Meaning: This mult put an end to the Controverſy | ©! 
Wich all truly Conſcientious Enquirers. 23 
Eut he proceeds and tells us, that perhaps he ſpall Nartle x ©© 
., Reader, when he ſays this Place is in favour of Quakeriſm, ws 
Will 1 agree with him entirely; tho? I ſuppoſe all that the Rea- 4 
j der can be ſtartled ar is, to fee a Writer poſſes d with ſuch ; 
i | an unmeaſurable Degree of Confidence, as to make us believe 1 5 
| | thar Sr. Peter's Beptixing with Water, is an Argument a- d. 
il gainſt VFater-Baptiſm. : ks. | 
| | As we are upon a ſerious Subject, I deſire the Reader to * 
| held his fides, and forbear laughing if he can, whilſt 1 con- ey 
| ider his firſt Reaſon which now follows, (v:z.) 85 
f 


— — 


of; but his asking leave of the Fewiſh Converts ſhews, that be ca 
did it in Compliance with a Femiſh Rite, and not a Chri-. 
ſtian Precept. 4 {}; 
j Now in Anſwer to this moſt ridiculous Poſition I do af. $ 155 
| firm, that St. Peter's Words, can any Man forbid Water, Sc. p 
Are fo far from imply ing an asking leave of the Jewiſh Con. 
verts, or any one elſe, that they do neither more nor leſs x - 
"| than vehemently aſſert, that no Man can forbid Water, To th 
0 py ſome Inſtances out of many, Can the Æthiephian change a... 
bis Sin Jer. 13. 23. Can a Man be profitable to God? Job + 
22. 1, Can @ Devil open the Eyes of the Blind ? John 10. 21. . 
That is, the Æthiopian cannot change his Skin. A Man WF m 
cannot be profitable to Gad. A Devil cannot open the th 
Eyes of the Blind. So likewiſe, can any Man forbid Water ? ic 


is the ſame as no Man can forbid Mater. And yet ſee and B. 
admire, with what Aſſurance it is uſher'd in, as if it was F 
to ſtartle the Reader by being in favour of Quakeriſm. I will; 

oblige him with one Inſtaace more, Luke 6. 39. can the 


Biind lead the Blind? Which I do nat only produce to he 
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Mit a poſitive Aſſertion that the Blind cannot lead the Blind 
Nvithout Danger that they will both fall into the Ditch: But 
F$1ikewiſe to ſhew the poor deluded Quakers of my Pariſh, 
what a miſerable Condition they are in, to have ſuch a 
lind and blundering Explainer of the Scriptures for their 
IX Guide : St. Peter therefore proceeds to the Execution of 
his Office, without asking any leave; as knowing Water- 
*X Baptiſm Commanded 28. 19. | 
* His next Objection is taken from the following Words; 
and he commanded them to be Baptized in the Name of the 
Lord. From whence he infers, that chey were not Bap- 
tized in the Name of the Father Son and Holy Ghoſt, in pur- 
ſuance of the Commiſſion Matt. 28. 19. I deſire my Examiner 
to Reſolve me one Queſtion ; and that is, How ths Form 
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could be made uſe of in Compliance to the Fews, who 
yet never had ſuch a Form among them as Baptizing in the 
b Name of the Lord? Nay who did not know but Crucified 
« this very Lord into whoſe Name St. Peter Baptized. This 


"2 Phraſe therefore both here, and in ſeveral other Places, 
doth plainly refer tothe Words of the Commiſſion; in 
which, tho” there is only one Perſon expreſſed, the other 
two are implied; a . of ſpeaking which is very fre- 
Juent. This we may learn clearly from As 19. 2. Ge. 
Where we read that when St. Paul had found certain Diſci- 
ples, he ſaid unto them, have ye Received the Holy Ghoſt ſince ye 
1; Believed ? and they ſaid unto him, we have not ſo much as. 
2 heard whether there be any Holy Ghoſt : and he ſaid unto them, 
unto what then were ye Baptized ? and they ſaid unto Fohn's 
"X Baptiſm, From hence it is plain, that the Apoſtles Que- 
ſtion unto what then were you Baptiſed ? is all one as if he 
bad ſaid; if you had been Baptized with the Chriſtian Form, 
vou muſt have heard of the Holy Gheſt, becauſe you would 
have been Baptiz'd in his Name, And that they underſtood 
him ſo, is as plain by their Anſwer ; for they tell him 


OF they had only been Baptized unto Fobn's Baptiſm, And 
5 yet notwithſtanding the Holy Ghoſt is ſo plainly mention- 
ed here, it follows only v. 5. that chey were Baptix'd in the 
Name of the Lord Feſus. But the Father and Holy Ghoſk 
wa muſt be implied; otherwife St. Paul can't be reconciled in 


this very Place: For tho” che Father is not directly men- 
tioned, yet if the Holy Ghoſt is implied in that Phraſe of 
W Baptizing in the Name of the Lord Jeſus; conſequently the 
Father muſt too; as being all join'd in the Form preſcribed 
in the Commiſſion. And indeed it is (in my Examiner's 
Words) a bold Preſumption = argue, that the Apoſtles 


4 would 
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to the Jews. By which we may ſee, this Writer 1s like Aa 4 
wild Bull in a Nett, the more he ſtruggles the faſter he is 


forſaken by common Senſe. 


that this fame Apoſtle defines Baptiſm, Not to be the putting 
away of the filth of the Fleſh, but the Anſwer of a good Conſci- 
ence towards God; for who doubts this to be the principal Part f 
Baptiſm 2 But that it is not the only Part, this very Apeſile's 


— — — — 
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ment againſt Water-Baptiſm: He ſhould reconcile it 
with St, Peter's Practice, who certainly did Baptize with 8 
Water. LOS IS Ae. | 3 

But he hath an eaſier Way of getting looſe from an 


— 


not, ſince tis ſuch a Truth that I cannot deny. Now if he 
means it in any other Senſe, than that the Apoſtle intends 
the Anſwer of a good Conſcience, as a principal, but not 
the only Part of Baptiſm; I did, and do deny it; and gave 
my Reaſon for that denial : But 'twas fuch a Reaſon, as he 
could not deal with; and therefore leaves it to take its 


— —— —— 
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to Circumciſion, Rom. 2. 9. where it is declared to be hae 
of the Heart, in the Spirit, and not in the Lester; and yet 
it is certain, the Jews were outwardly Circumciſed. His An- 
ſwer is, that the Apoſtle 7nzends not Legal but Goſpel Cir- 
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(it ſeems) my Objection vaniſheth like Smoak, 4 
But what hath this Man to do with the Fathers, who 


be concluded by their Teſtimony ? now that the Apoſtle 
in this Place, particularly intends be Fews, and the Fewiſo 
Law, is plain from the whole Drift of his Argument. 
Tus v. 17 Behold thou art called a Few, ani reſteſt thy ſelf 
n the Law! and v. 25, For Circumciſion verily profiteth if 
bon keep the Law; but if theu be a breaker of the Law, thy 
W Circumciſion is made Uncircumciſion, and again, v. 28. He 3s 
vor 4 Few which is one Outwardly, but he is a Few which is one 


would Act in Oppoſition to ſo direct a Command as Mate. i 
28. 19. And thus we are come to an End of his two Rea- 
ſons, why St. Peter Baptiz'd theſe Gentiles in Compliance ci 


caught; the more he writes, the more he confirms my 
1 a — ; . =. 
Aſſertion. That when a Man forſahes common Hon#ſty, he n 


I had told him pag. 39. That it was trifling to obſerve, 95 


Practice is a ſufficient Evidence. A Man might reaſonably 
expect, that if this Writer did urge this Text as an Argu- 


Argument: I may call it Trifling or what I pleaſe he cares i 


Chance. I confirm'd this by a Parallel Text in reference 


cumciſion. By which the Fathers underſtand Baptiſm, and ſo Jo 


blackens them after ſuch a Manner, and will not himſelf 8 


I! Inwardly ; and Circumciſion is that of the Heart, Sc. From 


bence it is Evident, that the Apoſtle's Argument turns here 
„ 6+ + Ms „ . 17 2 * . 0 upon 4 


(41) 
pon the Jewiſh, not the Chriſtian Ordinances; and that he 
* ppoſes in the laſt Verſes, the Outward and Inward Circum- 
iſion: The former (he ſays) would not make them Fews, 
so as to profit them any thing) it they were Breakers of 
the Law; ſince it was the Inward and Spiritual, which is 
productive of Obedience, that would entitle them to the 
*Z Praiſe of God; and yet tis certain, tho* the Outward Cir- 
cumciſion could not ſingly do this; the Inward could not do 
tit neither under the Law; but Outward and Inward muſt 
1 be join'd together to make an Iſraclite indeed, I therefore 
ſay again, with reſpect to Baptiſm ; the Application is too 
eaſy to be inſiſted on. | 
Wie dare now come to the Conſideration of x Cor. 1. I 
muſt ſet down the Paſſage at large, to ſhew the wicked Li- 
berty which this Writer takes, in expounding Scripture, to 
ſerve a Turn, St. Paul begins thus, v. 12. Now this I ſay, 
ebat every one of you ſaith, I am of Paul, and I of Apollos, and 
Hef Cephas, and I of Chriſt, Is Chriſt divided? was Paul 
Cruciſied for you 2 er were you Baptized in the Name of Paul 
RJ thank God, that I Baptized none of you, but Criſpus and 
Gains : leaſt any ſhould ſay that I Baptized in my own Name. 
And I Baptized alſo the Houſhold of Stephanus, beſides I know 
mot whether I Baptized any other, For Chriſt ſent me not te 
Baptize, but to Preach the Goſpel. Let it be obſerved firſt, 
that we arc both agreed, that St. Paul here intends Water- 
Baptiſm. A neceſſary Conſequence of which is, that the 
Corint hi ans in General were Baptized with Water. This 
Iss plain from v. 13. is Chriſt divided 2 was Paul Crucified 
For you? or were ye Baptized in the Name of Paul? That is, 
Chriſt 75 not divided Paul was not Crucified for you but 
*ZChriſt ; neither were ye Baptized in the Name of Paul, 
» but of Chriſt. The Words contain an Affirmation, and 
1 The Affirmation is, that they were Baptized. 
Ihe Queſtion, whether they were Baptized in the Name 
f Paul? So that this Place affords one undeniable Proof, 
that the Corinthians in general were Baptized with Water: 
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„ And that tho' St, Paul ſpent his time chiefly in preaching 

fr. the Goſpel, and conſequently Baptiz'd but few himſelf ; 

'f Pet that others had been appointed to that Office: And 

f therefore he having not Baptiz'd them, they could not ſay, 


„they were Baptiz d in the Name of Paul. And this is plain y 
's the Reaſon, why he thanks God he had Baptiz'd / few; 
1e (. any ſhould ſay he had Baptized in his own Name, For 
n Cbriſt fent him not (only) to Baptize but (alſo) ro preach 


e he Goſpel, It weuld be tedious to give all the Parallel 


Texts of Scripture, wherein this way of ſpeaking occurs, 
let a few of them ſuffice, Fo/eph faith to his Brethren, 8 
it was not you that ſent me hither (into 47270 but God, Gen. 
* 8. not (only) you, but (alſo) God; fo 8 
tar 


r that his Bre- 

en fold him thither there is no doubt. Our Lord ſays, 
Mar. 9. 37. whoſoever receiveth me, receiveth not me, but 
bim that ſent me, Now if I ſhould take this in an abſolute #? 
and proper Senſe, it implies a plain Contradiction: as if we . 
received our Saviour, and yet did not receive him. The 
meaning then muſt be, not (only) me, but (alſo) him that 
ſent me. Once more our Saviour ſays, Foh. 6. 27. labour . 
mot for the Meat that periſheth, but for that Meat which endures 
to Everlaſting Life. Now the Apoſtle faith plainly, he tha: 
will not Labour let bim not Eat. So that it is our Duty to 
labour for the Meat that periſheth. We muſt then of ne- 
ceflity underſtand it, not (only) for the Meat that periſneth, 
ut (alſo or principally) for the Meat that endureth to 
verlaſting Life. Jnſtances of this kind would be endleſs; * 
bur theſe (I think) are ſufficient, to clear the Apoſtles 
eaning. 7 
Let us now take a View, of the goodly Expoſition given 
by my Examiner. He obſerves the Diviſions of the Church - 
cf Corinth were about Perſons, in which doubtleſs their Preach- 
ing was as much concern'd as their Baptizing, if not more, 
His Inference is, That F the Apoſile had received a Commiſ:- 
Hon from Chriſt to Baptize, as well as to preach the Goſpel, he 
would no more have thanked God for the negle& of one part of his 
Commiſſion, than the other. Now, firſt here is a Suppoſition, 
that the Apoſtles had a Commiſion to Teach, and no Com- 
miſſion to Baptize, againſt plain Matter of Fact; for the 
very ſame Text that empowers them to Teach, doth like- 
wiſe empower them to Baptize, Mat. 28. 19. and that this 
was to be done by Water Baptiſm, I ſuppoſè the Reader is , 
by this time ſatisfied. As therefore the Apoſtle was Com- 
miſſioned to Baptize, ſo here is no Foundation to inſinuate, 
as if he thanked God forthe neglect of any part of his Com- 
miſſion ; for he certainly put both parts in execution by 
the moſt proper Methods. As Preaching the Goſpel was 1% 
Province of the greateſt difficulty, and required the greateſt % 
Gifts and Abilities, when Men were to be Converted from 
Error to the Truth: He (as beſt qualified) diicharg'd that pat 
of his Commiſſion himſelf; and as no Gifts were required 
to the Baptizing of Canverts, but only a Lawful Miſſion, fei 
be could, and did, leave that part chiefly to others: Who 
ccordingly did (as I have ſhewn) Baptize theſe of 
+38 50 5 0 
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rs, > - 
=D that both parts of the Apoſtle's Commiſſion were fully 

, "Wecuted by bimſell, or his Subſtitutes; tho? for the good 
en. fr Souls, he thought fit to confine himſelf chiefly to Preach- 
ng the Goſpel. = 
But my Examiner obſerves likewiſe, that St. Paul needed 
„bor to have feared the Charge of Baptizing in his own Name if 
we . Commiſſion would have born him out. But who ever ima» 
g ined his Commiſſion would bear him out in Baptizing in 

|: own Name, when he was ſo directly Commanded to 
"ou Baptize in the Name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt 2 
_ To do this, would have prov'd him a Betrayer of his Truſt, 
and a Seducer of the People; a making hirnſelf the Author 
pf a Sect, and gaining Proſelytes to himſelf, and not unto 

Chriſt: The thoughts of which he entertained with fo 
great an abhorrence, that he thanks God, he had Baptized 
ſo few there, that they might not have any handle, to 
faſten ſuch a vile Imputation upon him. 
From hence then it is plain, that the Apoſtle did not 
Bapt i ze as he Circumciſed, to comply with the Circumſtances 
„ "of the Times, but to comply with a politive Precept; 
en "which we ſee he fully diſcharged, either by Baptizing him- 
elf, or deputing others to do it in his ſtead, Neither can 
the following words be taken in an abſolute and proper 
„ Senſe, becauſe they would be contradictory to St. Paul's 


175 own Practice. So that ſince theſe Corinthians were Baptiz- 
ry ed, notwithſtanding Sr. Pau! Baptized ſo few; the whole 


Paſſage taken together, is a full Proof of Water Baptiſm. 
But what do I talk of contradicting Sr. Paul's Practice, 
ſince (if my Examiner may be believed) the Apoſtle was 
KAfraid of being called to an account for it, becauſe Chriſt did 
not ſend him to Baptize, But I deſire to know where he 
meets with the leaſt intimation of any ſuch fear; or who it 
was that was to call him to an account? Not the other A- 
poſtles; for they had practiſed Water Baptiſm as well as he, 
Was they were plainly obliged to do. Theſe are the wicked 
Evaſions which Perſons who are reſolved to hold out againſt 
every Method of Conviction, are forced to fly ro. The 
Holy Apoſtle mult be repreſented as afraid of being call'd 
to an Account, and arraign'd as Erroneous, rather than they 
will own themſelves in an Error, and yield to the force of 
F Truth. But certainly the Man who can come up to this, 
; mo not only have a deſperate Cauſe, but a deſperate Con- 
=» ſcience, : ; 

wn is arguing from Circumciſion to Baptiſm by a parity 
50 1 of Reaſon, hath been fo often confuted, that I need ſay 
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e leſs here; for if St. Paul Circumciſed, though Chriſt 


= him not to Circumciſe, yet it will by no means follow, 
that he might Baptize in the Name of Chriſt, tho' Chriſt ne. 


> — — 2 
— 5 — 
— — 
— — — — — 
— — _ 
— —— — — 
— 1 — 
— —— - 


— 
= — 
- _ - 1 


niſter it. 
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fication with M 


not appoint Water-Baptiſm as a ſtanding Ordinance of 
the Goſpel: 


leſs he underſtands them. 


Experience on their ſide, that my writing will rather eſtabliſh 
than ſtagger them. Here I cannot but drop a Tear, and la- 


2 gave him any Authority to Baptize in his Name. The 
rſt is an Action plainly indifferent; the laſt the height of 
Boldneſs and Impiety, unleſs he had a Power from Chriſt 
himſelf. The firſt he plainly complied with, and at another 

time as plainly refuſed : But let my Examiner ſhew me 4 
that he ever refuſed Baptiſm, when he was deſired to admi- 


His 32d. pag. doth not deſerve a ſerious Anſwer, being 
filled with nothing but poſitive Aſſertions, without the 
leaſt Proof to ſupport them. As becauſe Baptiſm, or Puri. 

ater was a legal Ceremony; therefore (if 
you'll take his Aſſertion againſt plain Scripture) Chriſt did 


That the nearer he approached theſe Ceremonies with bu Af. 2 
Fections, the more empty he ſaw them, Which proves nothing 
(that I know of) but that the more he conſiders things, the 


ment the hard Fate of all Chriſtian Churches, for fifteen 
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That the Quakers have ſo much Scripture, Reaſon and "N 7 


Hundred Years and more after Chriſt; that none of them 


ne 


Quakers ſtarted up from hy Bulk and became an Apoſtle. 


Whether my preſent attempt for their good, may be fruitleſs 
or not, I cannot ſay ; but that they have neither Scripture, wi 
WW Reaſon, or Experience for them, will, I bclieve, before I 


4 end this, be very evident to every unbiaſſed Reader. 


WW therefore it is not natural to our Religion, but of poſitive 
Inſtitution; tho' what good the granting this can do my 
| xaminer, I am at a loſs to know, I likewiſe urged, that 


could be able to underſtand the Scriptures, or have the 
183) Reaſon and Experience of my Examiner; that all theſe 


That! the Apoſtles would not have uſed Water Baptiſin i 
za the Name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, unleſs 8 
| Chriſt had Commanded them, I acknowledge; and that 


chings ſhould be bid from their Eyes, till the Founder of the de 


our Lord, if he pleaſed, might certainly adopt Water- Bap. ti 


10 0 on, it he thought fit. This is what he doth not deny, but 
Wh thinks to come off by giving hard Names; by declaring it 
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| tiſm, and make it a ſtanding Ordinance of his own Religi- 4 ; 


aa Diverſion of the Order and Nature of things, to cal! the Rites 
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* und Ceremonies of the Servant, to dwelf in the Houſe of hi Son 
„ ccc. But let me tell him again, there's no arguing againſt 
Matter of Fact; that we have plain Commands for our 
e Chriſtian Sacraments, is evident. The Application there- 
f fore of any Terms to them, which are given to the Fewiſo 
ſt ceremonies in general, that were numerous and burthenſome, 
r be is not only Herd but pro hane : And it they are of Divine 
e 2X Appointment under the Goſpel, as (if Words can expreſsa 
Command) they certainly are; then to ſay the calling them 
to dwell there, is an Inverſion of the Nature and Order of 
g > Things, is ſo far from being an Argument, that it is a down: 
e & right and daring Attack upon the living God, 


j- 18 TI deſire the Reader to peruſe his 33 and 34 pag. in order 
to form a true Notion of the Virulence and Prophaneneſs of 
d this petulant Writer, as to what he urges again, that the 


word Water is not mentioned Mat. 28. 19, and conſe- 
Z quently that Water-Baptiſm is not enjoin d: I think I have 
# throughly laid open that groundleſs Evaſion already. But 
*Z when he comes to ſpeak of the Commiiſion, by which (I 
ſaid) the Apoſtles were empowered to adminiſter it, he 

makes not the leaſt reply, but inſtead of it, gives this pra- 
d © phane Deſcription of one of the Holy Sacraments, which the 
bh Bleſſed Jeſus commanded us to uſe, to become Members of 


his Church. What (ſays he) to ſend Holy Water from the 


n tops of the Fingers of a Man, ſo holy as the Parſon, to the Fore- 
n bead of an Infant to regenerate it? And inſpire it with Courage 
e 4 4 valiant Soldier of Chriſt, by virtue of a Pepiſh Croſs 
made in its Forehead ? A vain Whim ! Now if our Holy Re- 
e deemer hath enjoin'd this Ordinance, for the Admiſſion of 
_ Chriſtian Proſelytes, he hath (according to this Writer) en- 
ſs joined a vain Whim ; and it the Apoſtles acted in Confor- 


> mity to this Injunction, and Baptized with Water; (as 
they undeniably did) they likewiſe impoſed a vain Whins 
22 upon their Followers, for a Sacrament ; nay, that his Im- 
piety may be compleat, he takes care his Burleſque may 
run in the Scripture Phraſe, where Baptiſm is called, the 
aſbing of Regeneration. As to the Sign of the Croſs, it is 
# known we do not look upon it, as of the Eſſence of Bap- 
tiſm, or aſcribe any Efficacy to it, but uſe it only as a Com- 
rt © memorative Sign, and therefore we omit it in private Bap- 
\- tiſm, where yet our Rubrick declares the Child ſigficiently 

3 Baptized ; and we are not to be frightened by his calling it 
 Popiſh (a Bugbear-word which is to be hook'd in upon all 


Exigencies) ſince we can prove the ule of it in the firſt and 
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ciples and Practices of too many of the Proteſtant Clergy 


is there ſo 
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ureſt Ages of Chriſtianity, long before Popery had any 
ooting in the World. 
The ſame is likewiſe to be ſaid of the Succeſſion in the 
Miniſtry, which is not derived from the Pope, but the A- 
ſtles of Chriſt ; and if the Church of Rome acknowledges 
oth this and other Truths, among a great many Errors 
and Corruptions: I hope we muſt not grow ſo mad, as to 
jumble Truth and Errour together, and lay the Truth a- 
fide, for fear of being Followers of the Pope. h 
His next Pretence againſt outward Ordination, is taken 
from his common Refuge (when he wants a ſupport from 
Lying and Slandering) the Vicious and Debauch'd Prin- 
to 
daub which over a little, we have likewiſe added the Po- 
piſh Clergy. | 
Here he calls in his FidwAchates, the Author of the Rights, 
who obſerves the Clergy ſuggeſt, The Spiritual Power runs 
&s clearly through their Fingers ends into the Noddles of all they 
lay their Hands on, as Water through a Conduit Pipe. A Com- 
ment, I ſuppoſe, on thoſe words of the Apoſtle, 1 Tim. 5. 
22. Lay hands ſuddenly en no Man, Or, Ch. 4. 14. Neg- 
lect not the Gift which u in thee, which was given thee ly Pro- 
phecy, with the laying en of the Hands of the Presbytery, Or, 
2 Tim. 1. 6. Stir up the Gift that j in thee, by the putting on 
of my Hands, Or, Tit. 1. 5. For this Cauſe left I thee in 
Crete, that thou ſhould'ſt jet in order the things that are want- 
ing, and ordain Elders in every City, as I had appointed thee, 
Here then again (as well as in the Caſe of the Holy Sacra- 
ment of Baptiſm) we have a plain Scriptural Inſtitution 
turned into Ridicule, by this hopeful Chriſtian, who talks fo 
loudly of Temper and Moderation, But now, if the Apoſtles 
did Ordain to the Miniſtery, by Impoſition of Hands, and 
commanded, that others ſhould be Ordained in the like 
manner; if this likewiſe hath been in Fact, the Uſage of 
the Chriſtian Churches of all Nations, for ſeveral Hundred 


| Years after Chriſt, who have born one continued Teſti. 


mony to the Apoſtolical Injunctions: What Argument 
can it be againſt theſe Commands, (if our Author's Aſſer- 


tion was as true, as it is falſe) that many of the Clergy are 
vicious and debauched. Certainly the proper Remedy for 


that, is to puniſh the Men, and not rally the Function, which 
is ſo evidently of Apoſtolical Inſtiturion. But alas! what 

. which may not become the Subject of 
Ridicule, as well as the Holy Sacrament ot Baptiſm, and 


the ſolemn Apoſtolical Appointment of outward Ordina- 
tion 
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tion, to Men that will allow themſelves in this abominabls 
Licentiouſneſs of Writing? What if the Queſtion ſhould be 
ſtarted, whether the Blood of Chriſt can take away Sins, 
by any Inherent Vertue, or Natural Efficiency * Might not a 
Man find room even here for wicked Drollery, if he would 
follow my Examiner's Example, and place himſelf in the 
ſeat of the ſcornful? And yet we mult acknowledge, with 
the utmoſt Thankfulneſs, that the Holy Jeſus hath paid, 
and God hath accepted, this Ranſom for the Sins of the 
World> Such Diabolical Reaſoning as this, ſavours of 4- 
poſtacy inſtead of Argument, and declares him that makes uſe 
of it, like Solomon's Madman, Prov. 26. 18, 19. Who caſteth 
Firebrands, Arrows, and Death, and ſaith, am not I in ſport 2 
And yet after all, how are they who plead for the inward 
Call only (which we likewiſe require in conjunction with 
the outward) ſecured better from being ſcandalous Livers ? 
Are the Friends all of them Saints? And is the pure Seed 
ſo generally among them, that they have no fellowſhip with 
the Works of Darkneſs? Here the Reader may imagine, I 
could caſily return my Examiner's Complements to the 
Clergy ; but I look upon ſuch ſort of Retaliation to be ve- 
ry unbecoming when it nᷣ true; but very wicked when ie 
1 falſe, as his (I am fully perſuaded) is. And indeed I am 
ſo far from having buſineſs with any one but himſelf, that 
TI will not receive any thing as an Anſwer to this, but what 
comes to me, ſubſcrib'd by Thomas Beaven, Junior. 

To him therefore I apply my ſelf to ſhew, that a Teacher 
may be ſcandalous in his Principles and Practices among 
them, as well as amongſt us. It you ſhould ask him, whether 
he is ſatisfied in his Call to be a Speaker, and that it is not 
by Man, but by the Holy Ghoſt, I doubt not but he hath Con- 
fidence enough to anſwer, yes: And yet let him talk as long 
as he will of the many ſcandalous Perſons among the Cler- 
gy, who have received outward Ordination; yet he may take 
his Horſe and ride the Kingdom over, and not be able to find 
one among them all, equally ſcandalous with himſelf. 

His obſervir;g that I put Converſion before Baptiſm, ſig- 
nifies juſt nothing to his purpoſe, who denies Baptiſm in 
general both to Infants and Adult Perſons ; and yet tho' the 
Apoſtles muſt Convert the Parenes before they could Baptize 
them ; that did not hinder, but they might afterwards pro- 
ceed to Baptize their Children alſo. But he wants to know, 
if I mean that none but thoſe who are ſo woſhed, are Mem- 
bers of Chriſt's Church ? I have told him before, that they 
are not, according to the Terms & the Ge/pel Diſpen/ation. 
And 
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te diſſent from that uncharitable Opinion, A killing Anſwer 
indeed! And yet I could forgive him for this, becauſe I 
believe he is not able to return à better. But his ſhameful 
miſrepreſentation of Baptiſm, which he makes in the tol- 
lowing Lines, is not ſo eaſily to be forgiven; for do we any 
Where affirm, that no body that 1 Baptized can miſs of Hea- 
ven 2 Do we not affirm Baptiſm to be a Covenant between 
God and us? That we are obliged to perform our Condi- 
tions, and that then, and not otherwiſe, God will make 
good his? This is ſo plain and notorious to the meaneſt 
Capacity, that one would think, a Man could never have 
the Forehead to aſſert the contrary, who was under any 
reſtraints, either of Modeſty'or Conſcience, 
Bur if I will not be angry, a Man of his mean reading 
may tell me what the Learned fay, that the Greek 45 1 
Grow is into the Name. It would be very ſevere indeed, to 
be angry with him for this: He hath made bold to write, 
or at leaſt to ger ſome body to write, about five Greek 
words more from the Book of this ſame Learned Friend, 
and yet I am fo far from being angry with him, that I 
ſhould be glad if he knew more; for *tis to be hoped, he 
would then bluſh to ſee the weakneſs of his own Arguments. 
But he goes on; and that he Name of the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt, into which they were by their Miniſtry commanded 
to Baptize, ij the Power and Virtue of the Father, &c. not the 
Element of Water. As if we imagined they were comman- 
ded to Baptize into the Element of Water. What we ſay, is, 
that they were to Baptize with Water, in, or into the Name 
of the Father, &c, Now my Examiner declares, that the 
Name is the ſame as the Power or Virtue ; and abundance of 
Texts are referr'd to, to juſtific that Expoſition. I (on the 
other hand) affirm, it ſignifies the Perſon, Acts 9. 14. He 
muſt ſuffer for my Name's ſake, or my ſake. Our Lord is de- 
clared, Eph. 1.21, To be exalted above every Name that 5 
named, or every Perſon, 50 throughout the Bible, To praiſe 
thy Name, is to praiſe thee, Let every one that nameth the 
Name of Chriſt, or nameth Chriſt. Nay, I have taken the 
ains to ſearch all the Texts quoted by my Examiner, and 
nd that all of them may, and ſome of them muſt be thus 


interpreted. So that the words amount to thus much. Go 


therefore, and teach all Nations, waſhing them with Water, 
into the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, That this Phraſe into 


| the Name, muſt ſigniſie the Perſon , I could ſhew by many 
other Texts: And I belicve my Examiner will hardly find 


thoſe, 


And what Anſwer doth he return? Why he muſt beg leavs 


thoſe, where it muſt neceſſarily ſignifie the Pwer or Vire 
tue, and yet if he will allow it to be a Form of Words to 
be us'd in Baptiſm (as the. Apoſtles plainly underſtood it 
to be, and made uſe of it accordingly) we will not fall 
out about the Interpretation of the Phraſe. 85 
But (it ſeems) I have ſpent Part of my 39, 40 p. only 
in a Miſapplication of Tit. 3. 5. I mult again deſire the 
Reader to turn to thoſe Pages, and ſee whether there are 
not ſeveral other Arguments made uſe ot beſides this one 
which he thinks fit to mention. I firſt cleared that Part 
of the Commithon, I am with gen to the End of the World, 
from the Socinian Objections, and ſhewed it mutt be in- 
terpreted (l the Conſummation of all things. I conlider'd 
the Apoſtolical Practice, and proved from ſeveral Texts 
of Scripture, that they Baptized with Water. I defired 
him likewiſe to ſhew out of the New Teſtament ſo plain 
2 Command for Circumcition, or any other aboliſh'd 
Fewiſh Rite; as I had done for Baptiſm; to ſupport his 
vain Pretence that they were upon an equal Foot: I con- 
ſider'd alfo his ridiculous Aſſertion, that the Apoſtles 
Baptized in Compliance with the Fews ; upon which J ar- 
gued thus: Why have we no mention of it in the New Teſtament £ 
The Controverſies about this Subject h. ve a large Place in the Holy 
Writings 3 St. Paul as he was the Apeſtle, ſo he was the Champion of 
the Gentiles in this Caſe: and can we think that he whoa withſtood St. 
Peter to his Face, and pleaded their Cauſe at Feruſalem with ſo much 
firmneſs, would not only have been ſilent in the Caſe of theſe two Ordi- 
nances, if they had in reality been no more obligatory than the reft, but 
have been alſo an Adminiſtrator of them himſelf ? And now is all 
this nothing but a Miſapplication of Tit, 3. 5? Certainly 
if this Writer, himſelt makes no Diſtinction between 
Truth and Falſhnod, yet he ought to conſider he os fo 
much to his Reader, as not to abuſe him in ſuch a ſeanda- 
lons Manner, If he cannot Reply to this, let him fairly 
own it ; or at leaſt let him ſlip it over quietly, and not 
palm an Untruth upon his Reader, and pretend here is 
oY but only a Miſapplication of one particular 
„ | 
Well! But how hath my Examiner proved that I have 
miſapplied Tit. 3. 5? Why he hath gone as far in it, as 
his own Confidence can reach, but as for any thing like | 
Argument, he hopes for * Excuſe. He declares to 
you, it ſignifies the Inward Waſhing, and a quickening the 
Soul. to 8 ne Life of 71 Aud is not his bare ſaying 
ſo, Proof enough to manifeſt my Weakzeſ? ? Put] muſt not 


impoſe | 


I 


upon my Reader at this Rate, and do therefore offer the 
following Reaſon, why Waſhing is to be taken here in the 
literal Senſe; and that is, becauſe there is no room to 
pla tor a figurative Interpretation, lince out ward Wath- 
ing in order to our Ae emeration, is to far from Contradici. 
mg. that it exa*..y ages with other Texts of Scripture, 
©: hus our Lod tells Nacodemus. John 3. 3. Except a mu bs | 
born again (or regenerated ) he cannot ſee the Kiuga m of | 
God. And what he means by this Phraic, he ditcovers | 
clearly V. 5. Except a min be born of Hater, and of the Spi- 
rit, he cannot enter into the Kingdom of God. A Text, - 
mong many others, fit © be contidered by thoſe, | 
who are ſo wretchedly ſeduc'd as to deny Water-Baptitmn, 
I could fortihe this with other Arguments, but as the! 
1 plain proper Senſe is what I contend tor, 1 lcave my Exa- ; 
1 miner to aſſigu his Realons why we mult ncceffanly de- 
part fromit. 
In iny laſt Paragraph (he lays) Ihe] how ready I 

am to ſue, that the Quakers my be vat aind from the Liberty of || 
Pen and Ink, ani have clexn Siraw «ame der Room. Now | 
this is ſo far nom Truth that I confine my Suppo-| 
fition only to a ſingle Perſon And if my Examiner 
will fay. © That not only the Apoſiles, but all Chii- 
& ſtian Churches ſince have miſtaken our S2viours Com- 
© million, and we mutt learn the Meaning of it fiom 
& the Quakers : (which was the hrti Part of my Sup- 
ofition, and which he lift out according to his uſual |; 

| Sincerity) Tam {till of Opinion ſuch 2 Keitraint would {a1 
be proper for ſuch a Diſputant : Pur | will add this fre 


as 


„ 


SEF 


farther, That if any one had provided juch a Place for In 

him, before he had ſet Pen to Paper, it wou!d have been | - 
1 ſo far from an Act ot Cruelto, that they had undoubted- mi 
ü ly done him a very Chritavie ffice; aud as the worthy (he 
| Perſon whom he Reflects uput, without any Provocati- an 
| on, is Cl dare ſay) very eaiy under his Caiumny ; ſo ! pr: 
I fhall make no Apology for him, becauſc 1 am ſure he to 
'F needs none: [ only think my ſelf obliged to diſclaim his | , 
having any hand in iy mean Werk, becauſe he himſelf Il an 
| would be the Sufferer by ſuch an mputation. And up- ma 
4 


on the whole, I d: tire to lezv: cne general Conſidera- = 


tion to this Writer's ſerious Thoughts; That as there are 75 
F fome who taks care to make ſuch a Paſſage through the we 


ſ' World, that their Memories will have a ſweet Savgur Fir 
long atter their Diſſolution; fo tgere are others who fall Bar 


Inſtitution. 


practiſe accordingly, by Baptizing with Water. And as 


fo far into the contrary Extreme, that they ſtink in the 
Noſtrils of all good Men, even while they are alive. 

It is now time to take a ſhort Review ef this Ar- 
gument. To begin then with what he hath advanced 
which is Foreign to the Purpoſe. Under which Head 
mutt be place 3 

1ſt All his Arguments drawn from Circumcifion or 
any other Jewiſh Rites, and alſo all Texts in the new 
Teſtament which ſpeak of them as aboliſhed, or of no 
Force; ſince we profeſs our Obligation to the Chri- 
ſtian Sacraments, to ariſc from the poſitive Command 
of Chriit himſelf. * | 
2d. His Inſtanees out of the new Teſtament, of ab- 
ſtaining from things ſtrangled, and from Blood; and 
anointing the ſick with Oyl in the Name of the Lord; 
The firſt enjoin'd by the Apoſtles, not as Duties of 
laſting Obligation, but only for the ſake of Peace and 
Unity, and to compoſe a preſent Difference, the Com- 

lyance with which afterwards ceaſed, when the Rea- 
4 of the Injunction was atan end: The laſt, a Cu- 
ſtom ſometimes uſed, fometimes diſuſed among the 
Apoſtles, and in Proceſs of Time laid atide, being abus'd 
to unlawful Purpoſes ; neither of them Inſtituted by 
Chriſt, or made a Means of Grace, as both our Sacra- 
ments evidently are, and therefore cannot be diſuſed : 
For tho indifferent Things may be taken away at the 
Diſcrction of our Governours, yet thoſe which are El- 
lential cannot, and it corrupted, muſt only be purged 
from ſuch. Corruption and reſtored to their primitive 


What — concerns this Subject is, 1ſt, The Com- 
miſſion from Chriſt to Baptize, Matth. 28. 19. this I have 
{hewn in the plain literal Senſe to imply Water-Baptiſm, 
and alſo that the Apotiles did both underſtand it ſo, and 


to his Objection 
That Chriſt's Baptiſm is ſaid to be with the Holy Ghoſt, 
and with Fire, I have ſhewn, That this was a Promiſe 
made to the Apoſtles, and plainly fulilled on the Day of 
Pentecoſt ; the Holy Ghoſt deſcending in the Shape of 
Cloven Fiery Tongues : That as theſe extraordinary Effulions 
were likewiſe given to others ( tho' never in the ſhape of 
Fire) yet this was not adjudged by the Apoſtles to be the 
Baptiſm commanded, Matth. 28. 19. and that for this 
plain Reaſon, becauſe they ordered the Perſons who wer 
E 2 poſſalled 


e 
poſſeſled of them, to be baptized with Water, as in the 
Caſe of Cornelius; and at other times adminiſtred Water- 
Baptiſm tirſt, and afterwards laid hands on them, upon 
which the Holy Ghoſt was miraculouſly Given, as in the 
Caſe ol the Epheſians. Their being then thus plainly di- 
ſtinguiſhed from Baptiſm, is an evident Sign that thieſe 3 
Gifts were not deſigned for that Baptiſin which was to 
continue in the Church; and indeed it is clear as to Fact. 
That as they were firſt beſtowed tor the Conviction of 
Unbelievers, and the quick Progreſs and Promulgation 
of the Goſpel: So they did actually ceaſe when that 
End was attained: and that ai] Chriſtian Churches, did 
continue in the uſe of the outward Baptiſm, as —— F 
it the only perpetual Means which Chriit had appointe 
to make them Menibers of his Body; and communicate | 
to them ſuch ordinary Meafures of Grace, as would be 
ſufficient ( with their own ſincere Endcavours ) to bring 
them to Eternal Happineſs. * 

His next Objection, that the Apoſiles ad winiſtred 
W icer-Baptitm to comply with the Jews ; is nothing but an 
empty precarious Afſertion, without the leaſt Countenance 
from any Text of Scripture. On the contrary, the very 
Form which they uſcd, thews plainly, they did it in 
compliance with a poſitive Command of aur bleſſed Savi- 
our. The ſhort Reſult of all, is this; 
Whether this plain Command of Chriſt, back'd as“ 
plainly with ApoſtoJical Practice, and that followed with 
the concurrent Wage of all Chriſtian Churches; doth 
not lay an indiſpenlible Obligation upon us to uſe it like- 
wiſc ? The Caſe, I think, is fo evidenc, that J willingly 
ſubmit it to every ſincere Lover of Truth, | 


Of the Lord's Supper with Bread and Mine. 


FF the Reader hath a Deſire to ſee the Picture of a Man 
who is rclolv'd to maintain a Diſpute, tho' he hath}: 
neither one tolerable Argument to produce for himſelf, 
nor a tolerable Anſwer to return to thoſe which are urg'd 
againtt him by his Opponent; I recommend to his ſerious | 
Peruſal, this Part of wy Examiner's Performance: And} 
only delire him to read my Reflections, Paragraph by Pa- 
ragraph. and then like wiſe obſerve, how much he hath 
wholy ſlipt over, and how notoriouſly (hutfling he is in 
his pretended Replies, | 
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' Law into the Goſpel ? I told him this Quettion was wide 


( 3 ) 


He begins with telling mL have beſtow'd near a Pages 
and a half about his Citations out of Godwin, Oc. ty very 
little purpoſe. My Delign in thoſe Pages was to ſhew ; Firſt 
That hc Abuſes G2dwimn, by quoting him Peace-meal, and 
making Ob) ctions out of him., which Godwin himſelf 
anſ wc iu the very Plac-s from whence theſe Objections 
are drawn; and whic': Anſwers my Exuniner very honeſt= 
ly Conceals. Second!y, to ſhe w, That theſe Objections, 
tho? they were tray are yet nothing to his preſent Buli- 
neſs; And this. I think. 15 to very goad Purpoſe, and might 
have deſerved ſome of his Notice. 

The firſt Thing that he inſtits upon, is my owning that 
this Cuſtom of Breaking Bread and Drinking Wine, was 
#ſed when the Paſſover was Celebrated. I am very ready to 
own this again; and do teil him withal, it will not do 
the tzaſt Serviee to his Cauſe, But now tor the Interroga- 
tories ; Did Chrift bring any of the Types or Figures of the 


of his Mark, as proceeding upon a falſc Suppolition ; the 
Bread and Wine here alluded to, being no Type or Figure 
f Chriſt, Certainly then (ſays he) he fug bt to have proved 
it. And ſo goes on in his humble Strain, to ſeſt with his 
Iv ſe Dixit and Verbum Sacerdytis, And indeed this is a 
Frick my Examiner hati got, to ſuppoſe a Thing which 
is falle, and then put me up n proving the Neg ative: Where- 
as, according to the Laws of Reaſou and Argument, it is 
he who Affirms a Thing that ought te prove it, and not he 
who denzes it. But upon this Oceaſton, I thall make bod 
to Tranſcribe a Paſſige in my 43 F. To be no longer reſervꝰa 
with gur Author, 1 rwill now ſhew him the Capital Miſtake 
which hath led him into all this falſe Reaſoning ; and that is, 
his Aſſerting this Ceremony of bread and Wine, in Uſe among 
the Jews, to have been the Type of Chriſt our Paſſover ; where- 
as. in Irxtb, it was the Lamb ſliin, that was the Type of 
Chriſt : In allufion te which, be is plainly called, John 1. 29. 
the Lamb ef God; and + Lamb withowt Blemiſh, 1 Pet. 1. 19. 
The Lamb ſlain from the Frund it ion of the World, Rev: 13. 8. 
And indeed this Ceremony was ſo far from bemg a Type of 
Chrift, our Paſſover, that th all Particulars relating 10 this 
Ordinance, are ſu minutely ſet down in hoth the Inſtitutions of 
it; Ex. 12. and Dæuc. 16. let there is not one reord abou” 
breaking the Bread, and drinking the Cup, here alinded to; aud 
it is plainly an additinna! Rite to that Ordinance, And is all 
this nothing but an [pfe Dixit? Tho® after all, my Je 
Dixit had deen ſuthci:nt , it being his Buſineſs to prey 
E 3 s | 
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his own ee I believe the Reader will feel ſome In- 90 
c 


dignation riſc in his Breaſt, to ſec the ſhameleſs Effrontry a 
ot this Writer; who becauſe he was not able to Reply li 
thought to bear it off with a Jeſt, and make it be believed 1 
there was nothing to Reply to. in 
We are both agreed as to his ſecond Interrogatory ; and ta 
as to his third, it proceeds upon the ſame falſe Suppoſiti- m 
on with the fiwlt : That the breaking of Bread and drink- | OV 
ing of Wine in Uſe among the Fews, was a Figure of 1, 


the Body and Blood of Chriſt. Whether I have not pro- 
ved it to be talſe, the Reader muſt judge: tho* I multa- 
gain obſerve, it lies xpon bim to prove it to be true. And as 
to the Faculty of diſtinguiſhing, which he mentions; I muſt 
remind him, it is fafer for the Government that the Oaths 
fhould be taken even with that Diſtinction, than not taks 
en at all ; or that any Security ſhould be ſo far from being 
given, that Orders ſhould be made, in direct Oppoſition to 
t 


1 Laws of the Kingdom. | 
|! But he proceeds to obſerve, That the reſt of my 42 and | Ty 
| 43 (to which let me add, and 44, and 45 P. for he hath the 
li deaped over all of them together, without replyin g to any | ob! 
| thing but his Greek Criticiſm ) contain little, beſides Ci- ſor 
tations out of his 24 Thoughts, and a few trifline, Obſer- [4 He 
I vations that are nothing to the Purpoſe. I muſt entreat |F of 
the Reader to give thoie Pages another View, and then 
he will ſee how many Things he hath quite dropt the De- ob! 
i fence of. It they were nothing to his Purpoſe, he was | my 
to blame to urge them at firſt; and indecd this was that | hin 
I had told him before, in my Reflections p. 45. That I fey 
was willing to follo him through this part of bis Performance of 
(concerning Jewilh Ritcs) that the Quakers might not call ou 
it wnanſwer ble: The? if a direct Command for theſe Ordi- J chu 
 nances can be produced out of the new Teſtament, and the 
| Mpoilles Praciice provid Conformable, this is a full Dicifm [1 


ef the Cauſe, Nay that if our Lord had enjoin'd bis Diſci- t 
piles to kills Lamb every Tear, and eat in Remembrance of { 
bi. bis De uh; the Pretence that th was uſed by the eme as | l 
a Type of Chriſt, wuuld never have excuſed 15 ſor not com- 
plying with a poſitrve Precept, | ; 0 

This he paſſes over among what he calls my Trifling | * f 
Obſervations : and foggs on till without Remorſe with his 72 


vi x as a . 
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old Argument, ot its being but a Jewiſh Rite; and - 
quotes Mr. Leſiy again to thew, That the legal Types ſit) 
and Ceremonies accompanying them ae fulfilled in the Goſpel ; Inf 


and then, having quoted me. alſo, as owning the Faſs- and 
ver 35 


35 8 
der 4 Type of Chriſt, and this a Ceremony accompanying it; 
and that the Meat and Drink mentioned Col. 2. 16. i; abo- 
liſhed. He asks, with what Reſon I pleud for this Jewiſh tate 
which is canf:ſſedly aboliſhed? Now ii the Reader can put me 
in any Way, whereby I may reach this Man's Under- 
ſtanding or his Conſcience it would fave both him and 
me a ereat deal of Trouble. I have told him over and 
over, as plain as I could find Words to cxpreſs it, that 
do not plead for the Obſervation of the Lords Sup- 
per as a F.wilt Rite. I know as well as he it would not 
oblige us as ſuch. My Plea for the Necctiity of its Ob- 


1 ſervance is tounded on its being Inſtituted and Com- 


manded by Chriſt, and Practis'd by the Apoltlis; and 
it is upon this Bottom I am ready to join Iſſue with 
my Examiner, as to our Obligation both to the Sacra- 
ment of Baptiſm, and the Lord's Supper. | 

. But he is rc{olvd not to come to this plain Iſſue if 
he can avoid it; and therefore amuſes his Reader with 
Types, and Shadows, and Ceremouies; which have not 
the leaſt Relation to cur Diſpute. Accordingly we may 
obſerve that after he hath asked p. 33; with what Rea- 
ſon I plcad for the Obſervance ot this Jewith Rite? 
He returns this Anſwer for mc: Breauſe out Saviour ſaid 


| of it (this Jewith Rite) de this in Kemembrance of me. 


A > 


I am ſorry this Writer's frequent Prevarication ſnould 
oblige me ſo often to trouble the Reader, to turn to 
my Reflections: In my 45 Pp. (which is neglected by 

: nnen ed by 
him as fill'd with Trifling O6ſer#ations) I had given the 
feveral Relations at large of St. Mat. St. Mark, and St. 1 uke, 
of the Inſtitution of this Supper, by our bleſſed Savi- 
our himſelf, to which I reter: and from them I argued 
thus. © Let an unprejudic'd Reader conſider theſe Ac- 
counts, and tell me; whether this Rite which was bor- 
* rowed from the ſews is not now ſolenmly appointed 
to another Uſe than it had before? Could the Jews 
< ay from the Old Teſtament when they eat this Eread 
© chat it was an Emblem of Chriſt's Body, or when 
„they drank this Cup that it was the New Teſtament 
« or Covenant in his Blood? No, this could never be 
* ſaid, never was thought of till Chriſt Inſtituted both 
* for this Holy End. 

Here then I fix my Foot: From hence I aver the In- 
ſtitution of this Sacrament to be from (hriſt; to ba 
Inſtituted by him to an End and Purpoſe porfect'y Sep, 
and both unheard, and thought of to the Jews; and 
ED | E 4 con. 
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e 
conſequently that it cannot be call'd a Jewiſh Rite, 
or be adjudged aboliſhed as (ach ; for this plain Reaſon ; | 
Becauſe it 15 a Goſpel Ordinance 1 appointed 
by our Lord himſelf. And now I leave the Reader to 
jadge ot this Writer's Integrity, in flipping over all this 
withont one Word of Anſwer; and pretending to place 10 
it among my Trifling Obſervations ,, when it is the very lie 
Hears and Ground of the whole Controverſie between |} th: 
him and me: Nay which is worſe than all, in falſy 2 t 
ſuggeſting as if I had affirmed, that it was only of an me 
aboliſhed Jewiſh Rite, that our Lord ſaid, do this in Re- An 
membrance of me; when I had ſo plainly proved, that he he 
ſaid it of that Bread and Wine in particular, which he | Is | 
then ordain'd to be eaten as an Emblem of his own |: fo1 


Body and Blood; and which was never before ordain'd de! 
for that purpoſe: which mult therefore be a Chrilttan, | L 
and not a Jewiſh Inſtitution ; fince it is plain in Fact, fe 
that the Jews never either cat Bread, or drank Wine, P* 
as a Commemoration of this Sacrifice for the Sins of the to 
World. I do therefore call upon my Examiner to ſpeak ca 
directly to this point, when he writes next: and let to 
him not think to come off, by ſaying the Jews had the 'F th 
Cutom of cating Bread and drinking Wine at the 
Paſſover, (that no Body doubts :) but let him prove, 
they cat and drank it as an Annunciation of Chriſt's Death: 
If not, then though the ſawe Symbols are uſed, the diffe- 
rent End mult make it a different Inſtitution : Nay tho“ 
he could prove, (which yet he cannot) that the Jews | 
uſed the ſame Symbols, for the ſame End; yet if Chriſt | 
enjoin'd them anew under the Golpel, we certainly are 
bound to comply with that Injunction. 1 by 
My Examiner had faid in his 2d. Thoughts; that ds By: 
this &c. might very well be underſtood, to be meant only ar 
that time, without any Violence offered to the Place; 
which he would perſwade you, I ſeem d not to argue againſt ; | 
and yet I had urg'd two Arguments againſt this filly 4 be 
Interpretation p. 46. One of which ſhews it to be abi f 
the other impoſſible, The firſt is, that our Lord was |} # 
there preſent with them, and that therefore there could 7. 
be no need of Juſtituting any Action to be remembred by, MY A 
it it was to laſt no longer than the preſent Time : and that V 
this was ſo plain, that to argue it would be to offer  n 
Violence to the Readers Patience. 7 
b 
I 
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The ſecond was, from the new Revelation that St Pau! 
received concerning this Sacrament, after our Lord's - 
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-enfion : From whence Ithere argue thus; What Oc caſion 
was rhere for any Inſtruct ions. or new Revelation about it, if it 
was now at an End, and deſign*d for no longer Continuance, than 
that one Time w ere in our Saviour Celebrated it himſelf ? Here again 
the poor Man was quite gravelFd; the Arguments are 
ſo clear, as not to admit of a Reply; and theretore ne 
tides them over, and ver; Kepwiaily tells h.s Reader, 
chat 1 did not ſeem to argue againſt it: Nay he natu made 
2 farther Step thai: this, and Reprinted this very Argu- 
ment of his in the next Pagc, as ueither fully nor farrly 
Anſwered; thy? it is plain my Antwers are lo full, that 
he himſelf could not find an Evaſion. What a Bleiting It 
is to a Man to have a ſhining Forchea4! But tho“ he 15 
forced from one Hold, he will fly to another; and can now 
tell me wt the Learned ſay, I preſume, he means the 
Learred Friends ;, for I verily belicve he will find great Dit- 
ficulty to meet with one Commentator betides, who hath 
pert erted this Text at ſuch a Rate, Firſt then we are given 


fo widerifand, That the Verb Tuare is of the Indi- 


cative Mood ; let me add, and of the Imperative Mood 
too; and therefore may be rendered either way, where 
the Senfeand Context do not determine us. 

Secondly, That the Word avzpvnois does ſomes 
times ſignifie Acceptance or Notice taking; J add, and more 
than ſomctimes Remembrance; which is the primary and 
genuine Senſe of it, as any one may ſee who is able to 
turn a Lexicon: To which agree theſe Phraſes, among a 
Multitude of others in the Scriptures: Of making a Man's 
Remembrance to Ceaſe, and to Periſh; aud Catting off his Remem- 
brance. What then are we to do, if the Verb is really of 
both Moods, and the Word may be taken in bath Senſes ? 
The only way is, to Conſider the Context and the Senſe : 
and enquire into any other Places of Scripture which ſpeak 
profeſſedly of the Subject under Debate. This is what 
my Examiner hath declined, and yet Triumphs at the 
bottom of his Paragraph, as if he had gained a Victory. 
What then is hec me (ſays he) of the plain Commend and 2 
ſtitution, he won ſd Impoſe upon bis Reader ? That here is a 
plain Command for this Sacrament, I did indeed, and do 
Aſſert; but that the Inſtitution of it is contained in theſe 
Words, I was never ſe Shallow to Affirm, tho* my Exa- 
miner hath the Aſſurance to ſay ſo. But it is time to proceed 
farther in this Matter, ſince no Doubt can be determined 
by ſuch Arguments as theſe : I will therefore compare this 
Irerpretgtion of his, wich St. Paul's Account, 1 Cor.11. 23, 


& 


; 5 
&c. becauſe it is the Fulleit, aud will moſt plainly ſhew 
his Perverſion of Holy Writ. That Account then con. 
lilts-of we Parts ; of what our Lord did, aud of what he |... 
ſaid, He took Bread, and gave Thanks, and biaxe it; after the ſam: | 
manner alſo, he took, the Cup, when he had ſupped. What he ſays 
tO them, is this; Take, Eat, this is my Body, which is broken N 
jo 0%, This do in Remembrance of me. This Cup is the New Teſta. | 
ment in my Blood, this do ye. as ff as ye drink it, in Remembrance of 
me. Now in this Speech of our Lord, here are Fre- 
Verbs plainly Connected together; AEN, Sele, mug; ; 
That is, ſay I, Take, Eu, Do. My Examiner would render 
the laſt ot them, Ie do, The ſhort Quettion is, ſince they | 
arc all clearly of one Mood, Whether it mutt be the Indica- Þ 
tive or Imperative? My Anſwer is, it mult be he Impe- | 
rative, becauſe te can't be found in the Indicative | 
Mood. The Rhetoricians call this an Aſyndeton, when e- 
veral Words are joined together without the Conjunction M, 
Copulative; as Veni, Vidi, Vici. N 
But the other Objection is, that i muſt 
not be rendred Remembrance. Let us firſt then conſider 
the Senſe that my Examiner hath put upon theſe Words: 
Je du this unto my Acceptance or Notice taking ; now this | 
rendring makes *them wholy Inft-nihcant : For fince 
our Saviour Himſelf Bleſſed the Bread and Wine, and {| 
gave it to the Apoſtles. and commanded them to Eat and | 
Drink it: No doubt, but their Compliance mutt be # | 
his Acceptance ar Notice taking, whether he had told them 
ſo or not. Tho* we need not inſiſt upon this, becauſe 
Ss. Paul hath put a Final End to the Diſpute in the Place 
mentioned, for having ſet down the Command, this ds | 
Te in Remembrance of me, He immediately explains the i 
Words thus. For as oft as Te Fat this Bread and Drink | 
big Cup Ye dv (hew the Lords Death, till he comes. Where i 
it is evident that the Kemembrance of Chrift, and ſhewing iy v 
the Lords Death, are made uſe of as Phraſes of the ſame Bi Senſ 
Import : and therefore if St. Paul is to be adhered to, ot th 
before this Learned Expoſitor, we ate commanded by our FÞrints 
Rede:mer to do this, not to his Acceptance or Notice taking, Pyered 
but for a Memorial of his Death. And iff fo, the Verb His 
mu be taken Imperatively ; becauſe it cannot have Rela- umen 
tion only to their Eating at that Time; but is deſigned for Poſpel 
a Jianding Command to ſucceeding Generations. | | wn /} 
But now for the two Reprinted Paragraphs : Matthew zac!) 
and Mark (ſays he) mention only Matter of Fad, thut Chrif? Neve d. 


did Eat the Paſſover withmt ſaying of Eating the Bread, 


(59 

this in Remembrance of me, as Luke des, And is this 
en all the Matter of Fadi, which 3:tthew zn, Mark 
Mention, that Chriſt did Eat this Paſſover ? Do they nut 
Fred, affirm, that he took Bread, and | 11d, 1, 11. this 
nn Body ; and alſo the Cup, ſaying, this 5 my B 1d of the 
Mow Tejtament, which is * many? and was th's (ver 
id of the Bread and Wine uſed after the Paſſ/ver > On the 
ntrary, are they not both plainly Conſccrated to a New 
d; which muſt make it a New Inſtitution > What can 


[Sr of Scripture. Now frem this Silence of St. Matthew, and 
. Mark, as to the following Command: He infers, that 

Hey did not believe the Inſticution (which yet they them- 
 F&1ves ſo punctually relate) to be a ſealingOrdinance of the 
FPoſpel. The very Spirit of Scepriciſm icenis ta have poſ- 
esd him; otherwiſe he would never urge ſuch fur 
F. Arguments as theſe, againſt a potitive [nliitution, 

hich was fo plainly complied with by the Apoſtles 
Hemſelves. And I muſt tell him farther, that if tnoſe 
ords, Do this in Kemembrance of me, had not been re- 
orded by St. Like and &. Paul; yet our Lords Inſtitu- 
on is ſs plain, and the Apoliles Practice ſo Indiſputable, 
to lay a manifel Obligation on us all, cven without 
[He ſubſequent Command; which feems to be the true 
 Rcafon why St. Matthew and St. Mark omitted it, becauſe 
| hey look'd upon all Chrittians ſufficiently eiiged without 
| 


| 
( 
| 


* 
J 


. But he goes on Triumphantly. From which *tis evi- 
m. From what I pray doth this Evidence ariſe ? Why? 
cauſe St. Matthew and St. Mark have not ſet down theſe 
words of our Lord, Ds this in Remembrance of me, (tho? 
och St. Luke and St. Paul have) therefore ti Evident 
hey had Relation only to that Iime of their eating tigether. 
: If To Ballance this doughty Argument, which cven in du- 
- ious Caſcs, is but a probable one at beſt ; and 4 thy ſure- 
o Argument at all; J had ſhewn (as before) that ſuch 
> BY Scnſe was both ab ſur'd and impoſſible; to this he makes 
Tot the leaſt reply, but putting his Truſt in his Face, re- 
Prints his own lilly Conjecture as neither fully nor fairly an- 
yered ; certainly ſuch a Man muſt be of a peculiar Make. 
His next Stroak is even boulder than this: And the Ar- 
zument againſt its being a ſtanding Ordinance of the 
zoſpel Church. turns upon the extravagant Flights of his 


wn ſhatter d Brain. Be knows the Mind ot Chriſt ſo 


xa&tly, that he fancies he can tell you what he would 
re done, if he had deſigned this a ſtanding Ordinance 
» +3 SL C 
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Man do, with ſuch an incorrigible Falſifler, and Perver- 


| 
| 
| 
[ 
| 
1 
b 


| ( 60 ) 
He would, forſooth, have“ been more fall and expregf 
upon this Head, and told them whether they muſt Ex 
the whole Paſſover, or Bread and Wine only; and] 
* whether they muſt Eat it once a Year, as the Jew 
© did, or oftner ; and that the ſame ſhonld remain fol 
© ever for an Ordinance to his Church in all Generati. 
ons. Moſes (it ſeems) did fo, and is faid to be faithful 


* 


in all his Houſe: “ And therefore my Examiner vert Ant 
Re ig ouſiy Inſinm ates that the Sog of God, (it he intend: * 


to perpetuate this as a Sacrament ) hach been leſs faithful 
in his Houſe. And is not this a bleſſed Way of Arg uin; 
that becauſe our Lord did not (as he thinks) deter. - 
mine ſome Particulars in Relation to the Action, accord. 
ing to his own Crazy Fancy ; therefore the Action it (el{} 
(tho* the Scriptures poſitively declare otherwiſe) is no 
binding upon us, as of Divine Inſtitution ? Or becauſ: 
he is not ſo diſtinct as Moſes was as to Circumſtance) 
(which are deſignedly couched only in gencral Precepts in} 
the NcwTeſtament, and the Particulars left to the Wiſdonl 
of our Governouts) therefore he ;s leſs faithful in hill 
Houſe, and yet after all, wo of theſe Heads which he) 
mentions, are plainly enough determined, to any one 
who is not in love with Cavilling. For ſince our Lord 
took Bread and Wine or/y, and taid, this is my Body an 
Blood: what can be more Clear, than that they were fr 
the Future, #o uſe only Bread and Wine, as it is evident in 
Fact they did? Again, ſince he ſaid of it, Do this in Ne. 
membrance of me: Is it not plain that he deſigu'd the out 
ward Action ſhould continue as long as he ought to b 
Remembred ? and is not that to all Generations > And || 
mult acquaint him farther, that the Apoſiles making uf 
of Bread and Wine only, without jeining the Paſſover wii 
zt, after this Inttitution; is ſuch a ſtrong Argument aff Mi 
he cannot Anſwer, that they did it in Compliance to ou w. 
Lords Command, and not as a Feriſh Rite. 7, 
His next Paragraph hath likewiſe received an Anſwel ;; 
in my 48 page. I there gave him the Reaſon why $ 
you Account of this Inſtitution wes ſo ſhert: But if | 
an will have the Face to Prins and Reprint, and takf 
no Notice of what is Urged againſt him, who can hel 
it? And as to his Inſtance of our Lords Waſhing h. 
Diſciples Feet ; I tald him we had as plainly the Apoſtle 
on our fide, for not looking on this as a Binding Precept; 
who were never afterwards found in the Practice of Waſhin! 
ene angtivers Feet; as we had fer our receiving the Jullitu 


101 


dur Lord him 


ion of the Lords Supper as ſuch: Since it is ſo evident 
n che Scripture, that they did comply with it, and gave 


o many ſpeaial Rules and Directions about it. But this 
5 to pals I ſuppole among my trifling Obſervations, be- 
auſe it cannot receive a Reply: And ſe (10 his Honour 


e it ſpoken) he Reprints his own Paſſage, (with all the 
Viudef ) in the World) without returning one Word of 
Anſwer u my Argument! Indeed the lotio pedum was ne- 
ver any KRehigions Obſervance, but only a common Cuſtom 
Fin thoſe hot Countries, where travelling muſt neceſſarily 


be Golling and Painful; and was reckoned after they Eu- 
ter'd any Houſe, as the firſt Mark of Hoſpitality. Our 
Saviour therefore condeſcends to perform it to his Di- 
ſciples ;, to inſtruct them, that he who was the greateſ 


among them, muſt be as the leaſt; and not decline the 


Loweſt Office : But that he did not intend it as a Standing 
Ordinance is beyond Controverſie, becauſe the Apoſtles 


co certainly knew the Mind of Chriſt) are never ſo 


mach as once Recorded to have practic'd it to one another. 
And yet this Writer would fet it upon the ſame Foot 
with Baptiſm and the Lords Supper; tho“ we have ſuch 
frequent Mention in the New Teſtament, that the A- 
7 did undeniably Adminiſter theſe Sacraments; and 
alſo ſuch numerous Declarations of the Benefits we re- 
ceive from them. Tho? after all, if he could convinee 
us, that our Lord intended this as a Binding Command 

upon us; it would do him no Service in the preſent 
Caſe: Becauſe the Conſequence would only be, that we 
mult obey it, (as we do in Relation to the Sacraments) 
and Waſh one anothers Feet. 

But he thinks ſome Advantage may be taken, of an 
Expreſſion in my 49 p. and that is to make amends, 
for flying from the Argument. I there put him in 
Mind of the Difference between @ poſitive Precept, and 4 
bare Example. To this he replies, & if Chats Saying, 
Te onght to Waſh one anothers Feet, was no Prevept ? I; not 
this like a Doctor, to call this 4 bare Example? Now far 
all this 1 3 it is plain, I have ſaid no more than 

elf: For doth not he immediately qualitic 

the foregoing Words thus: I have given Tow an Example, 
that Te ſhould do as I have done to In. And doth not the 
Apoſtles Practice clearly ſhew, that they did not look up- 
on the Words as Preceptzve ; ſince they never (as we read) 
perform'd the Action. But I ſay likewiſe. He that bath 
whe neceſſary Virtue of Humility, effeFually anſwers all that our 
Bleſſed 


Bleſſed Lerd enjoin'd him to imitate by that Affion. Here, 

ſeems, I am guilt) of « Contradidlion, in making it an 

junction, and in faying before, it was a bare Ex umple. B. 
do | apply theſe 1wo Terms to che ſame Ihng? On t 
contrary, do I not {ay tnat in Waſhing his Diſciples Fe 
he ſhe wid them an Example of Humility z and under th} 
Example enjoined the Virtue it jelf ? And is not this vel 
Conſiltent 2 But now he comes over me with an Arg tro 
mentum ad Hamiuum. A Sort of Argument 1 confeis| 
never heard of before: Nor did 1 expect to find it bel 
after I have Reccivel to many of his Books from himſt 

with new Corrections. We will tuppole, it. he had i 
derjiood * bus very Little, he Wold ine put it Hon 
nem; and thn it is built upon a Parity of Reaſon : (whid 
he. hath the wolt Luck at of any + Has — my 
He (laitua my Exauuner) that bath the Grace of Rem 

bring ih: Heath, and vuſf-rings of onr Saviour jor #s : eff-eually ; 
ſwers te End ef imnatirg the Outward Supper . Which Outwal 
Supper may then bi as Fuſtiftably diſuzed by the one, as Waſhing one | 
mothers beet by the other: Since daily Experience tells ns, the NA 


there is of being put tn Mind of Humility, as well as of the Hi 5 
of Chriſt for us, Let me ask this Writer whether then ©. ! 
is not as much Need to be put in Mind of Charity, P. f 
zience, Contentment, and all other Chriſtian Virtues as K 
milit ? If ſo, this muſt be done in the proper Metholl We! 
which is net to make as many Sacraments as there at did 
Graces to be attained. II sh 

But as to the Iuſtances now before us, it is plain thi of . 
are different, as Light from Darkneſs, The Reader Rea 
hope) will excuſe it, if I He-eapitulate, what hath be ... s 
already Urg*d ſo far; as to make a Compariſon betweef Ex: 
them. The Sacrament of the Lords Supper was Inſtituſf dot 
ed by Chrift himſelf, and commanded to be done 1 Mar 
Remembrance of him (az S. Paul faith) till he come T. 
The Waihing one anotheis Feet was never defigned ; riſh 
2 religious Inſtitution, en binding Action, nor any Peri wh 


alligned for its Continuance. ; 
The Firſt was plzinly complied with by the Apolil Polt 
and abundance of Rules laid down for our Behaviour A 
fore and at its Reception. 5 J und; 
The Laſt was never (as we can find) practis'd by ti Out 
Apoliles z from whence it is plain, they never though 
it commanded in the Words mentioned. 


T* Wh. 


N 


The one is declared the Bond of our Union among our 
ſelves; and the Means of the Communion of the Body and 
Blood of Chrift. 

The other as it was never complied with by the A- 
poſtles, ſo neither are there any Benefits annex'd to the 
Uſe of it in Scripture, He therefore that can make theſe 
Inſtances parallel, may make uſe of the ſame Argument, 
trom the greateli Contrarteties in Nature, 

My Examiner having thus far gone on, in one continued 


: Strain of Souffling and Overlooking my Arguments; let us now 
Iſce what fine Work he makes with St. Paul 1. Cor. 11. 


33. Cc. And hrtt., he ſees no Neceſjity of believing that Apoſtle 
recerved a new Revelation about Cbrill c laſt Supper. What are 
we to do now? St. Paul declares expreſsly he receiv'd 
it of the Lord: If ſo, I am ure it muſt be a new Revelation; 
and yet my Examiner tells no Neceſſity of believing it. 


The only Queſtion is, who is to be belciv'd firſt, he or 


the Apoſtle ? But if you will not be too quick upon 
him, he hath ſmething to offer, why he doth not be- 
lieve it; © B=cauſe there could be no need of an Im- 
* mediate Revclation, of ſo late a Fact, ſo well wit- 
Ineſſed by the Diſciples; and that therefore he might 
have it, only media ly from the Lord Jeſus, but im- 
* me-l.ately from ther But let the Fact be never ſo 
weli witneſſc?, yet it St. Paul ſaith in plain Nord, he 
did receive wliat ne deliver'd from the Lord: for my = 

enſe 


J 1 ſhall 13+ke bold to beleive him ſtill, in the proper 


of his Mordt; and fo 1 ſuppole will every Foneſt 
Reader, 


But ſuch Sort of arguing as this, is the Top of my 


"MF Examiner's Performance: It he diſcovers that St. Matth. 
I doth not ſay all of a thing, that St. Luke doth ; nor St. 


Mark ſo much as St. Paul; or that St. ohn gives but a 
Tranſient Touch of it: This ſhall be diſplay d and flou- 
riſh'd with, as if it would bear down plain Matter of Fact; 
as enough to overthrow the dreck Afermations of the 
holy Penmen, and the indiſputable Practice of the A- 
poltles. So here, becauſe the Fact happened lately, and 


was well witneſſed, therefore (forſooth) we mult not 
underſtand St. Paul as he writes ; but conclude (tho with- 


out any. tolerable Ground) that he received it not from 
the Lord, but the Apoſtles. His Ingenious and Worthy ]. 
Lock is dite&ly againſt him here alfo ; who paraphra- 
fes the Words thus: That which I receiv'd from himſelf. 
What might not a Man do with the Word of God, — 
wo 


would allow himſelf ſuch a Liberty as this? when it! 
faid that Jeſus ſaid fo or ſo, or wmmaded this, or that 
He might anſwer, 1 ſee no Neceſſity to believe that cu 
ſaid it, or commanded it; ſince he might either ipeilf 
or command it not immediately of himſelf, but medzate, 
by the Apoſtles. In ſhort, he ought toſhew that the play 
obvious Meaning of the Words, is inconſiſtent with ſong 
other Place of Scripture ; or elſe Words muſt þ 
taken in their common and literalConſiruCtion: whereas i 
is ſo far from being able to do that. that the Apoſtle declarg 
expreſly 2. Cor. 12. 7. he had received Abundance if 
Revelations, | 
The Reader perhaps may wonder, why any one ſhoul 
offer ſuch a weak, and growndleſs Interpretation; but he v 
forced to it, to ſupport his own ſenſeleſs Aſſertion. Fo 
if our Lord made a new Revelation to St. Paul about 1 


ö 
7* 
7 
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Manner of his Inſtituting this Sacrament, and repeat 
the Command for its Obſervance. after his Aſcenſion into He: 
ven *Tis evident it was dctigned for a longer Timd 
than the preſent one, in which he himſelf communi? 
cated with his Apoſtles. The contrary to which m 
Examiner hath had the Confidence to Print, and Reprint 
and which we ſhall ſee whether he will Print again which 
— , — ö 
He obſerves ſecondly, that St. Paul doth not enjoin ther 
the Obſervance of that Supper as a perpetual ſtandi | 
Ordinance, but leaves it with an Indifferency 4s 10 futul 
Prafiice : and pray what Occaſion was there to Comma 
what our Lord himſelt had Commanded before? He recit 
the Words of the Inſtitution at large, which he tells the 
he received of the Lord: He ſubjoyns the Command ad 
ded for its Obſervance ; and tells them that by compl 
ing with it, they did ſhew the Lords Death e till he con 
And now let any honeſt Reader judge, whether this | 
leauing it with an Indifferency as to future Practice. As i 
his Little Stolen Wit, it is ſufficient to ſay; I never pr 
duced St. Paul's own Words as a Command. I] ſaid cn 
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( 65) | 
Dfitn will bear the Streſs I lay upon it, I need not diſ- 
pute; becauſe it may be proved from other Texts they did 
receive often- And ſo if he ſhould fay, as often as thou 
WJ goeſt to London eall upon thy Brother Lefly : Tho? it is 
not a Command to go thither ; yet it depends upon the 
iy Szppoſition that 1 do go to London; otherwiſe the Saying is 
4 2 and ridiculous : which tho? we can eaſily allow 
to this _ yet we cannot; without Impiety, allow to 
ASS Paul. | | ö 
E obſerves thirdly, That the Apoſtle makes this 
upper to be but 4 ſhewing the Lord's Death. Doth he 
chen make a But at this? Let me tell hin, the Bene- 
fits we receive from his Death, are ſo great and ineſti- 
mable ; that if this Action was inſtituted only in Re- 
membrance of that tranſcendent Act of Love, we 
{hould be the vilef of Creatures if we did not©obſerve 
it. But what Argument dath the bring to prove, we 
[m#ft not ſhew the Lord's Death by eating this Bread 
and drinking this Cup? for this is what the Apolile 
Iplainly declarcs the Deſign of the Inſtitution to be? 
Frruly he hath not one Word to antwer for himſelf - 
but runs eff into a Queſtion, nothing to the preſent Fur- 
sede, and asks : Whire had the prieſt the Nerien, of its being ap- 
1 unted 4 ſtanding Means of Grace in the Cbriſtian Church? [ 
| | all anſwer him to this likewiſe in its proper Place. 
„ln the mean time I appeal to the Reader whether in 
Mall the Books he Hath read, he. ever ſaw ſuch Shuf- 
„ing before. r 185 
u Fourthly; ll he comes. Which (faith he) may (and 


Jen 


- therefore muſt this is one of his prime Arguments) 
| be underſtood thus: Die the Ceremony, ill you % the Sub- 
"I ance : Practice the outward Supper, till our Lord Feſus Chriſt comes 


o confirm you to the Ind, Cc. And you ſup inwardly with him 
and be with yon. Here we have the plain Werds of the: 
2 all ſpirited away at once. It we, benighted Mor- 
tals, who underſtand Phraſes in their native Senſe, as 
they lic before us ; think fit to comply with our Lord's 
Pon Appointmenit ;' they will not condemn us : (Pity ws. 
ſu vole: whey do, as Perſons who are not come to the 
Her) whereas their enlightned Souls, have no Need 
Wor - tbe Shadow; and therefore ſince Scripture is to truckle 
o the Light within, the ſecondary Rule to the Primary; 
St. Paul's plain Words, till he comes; muſt be inter 
preted till he comes within you : Juſt as the Death of 
Chriſt, and Reſurrection, _ interpreted of his dying 
| with- 


within and riſing within ws : But to ſtay no longy 
upon this Matter, I delice my Examiner, to give: 
direct Anſwer, to one fair Queſtion, when he write 
next: And that is; whether the Apoſtles were (as he 
Phrazes it) come to the Subſtance or net That they did! 
uſe (what he calls) the Shadow, or the outward Element} 
of Bread and Wine, is evident: either therefore he mul 
affirm, that they were not come to the Subſtanee, and] 
the Quabęr are; otherwiſe (if we follow their Example) 
we (Altho' we are come to the Subſtance) mult ul: 
the Shadow, as they maniteſtly did. I hope he will no} 
have the Face to anſwer. as | need not tell him wh 
did: That the Apoitles were low and carnal in their Day] 
and we ſee b:yond them. 
I'll venture to call this Interpretation Thomas Beaver 
loft Shift ; tor certainly a Man who had any Potlib 
lity of cicaping other wiſe; would never have made fue 
an Izghrous Ketreat. 
The next Leap he takes, is to my 48 p. But I mult in 
form him, therc is that in the 47 which requires his Ai 
 mai{vertion. I leave the Reader to fee whyt he hath the- 
ven up as indetenſible, and ſhall oniy renaud wal 
that Text, 1 Cor. 10. 16, 17. The Cup of Bl-ſing, whid 
e let; {is it not the Cen nunion of the Bl:od of Chi? I 
Bread which me breal-, is it not the Communion of the Body »f Ci? F 


we b-ing mans, are on Bread, and one Body, for we are all Partabn}yy- 


of that one Bread. From hence then I affirm, That this i 
appointed a Means of Grace in the Chriſtian Church: For thi 
which Communicates to us the Body and Blood of Chrilf 
Is certainly a Means of Grace : But this Bread and Wing 
Communicates to us the Body and Blood of Chriſt; ther 
fore I conclude it a Means of Grace. And if we are bf 
this Action to ſhew the Lord's Death til! he comes (or tif 
the end of the Warld, which is the Expreſſion in relation ty 
Baptiſin) then I hope it is likewiſe a ſtanding Means 0 
Grace in the Chriſtian Church. And indeed I am afrai 
my Examiner apprehended the Force of theſe Word 
becauſe he paſſed them over without Notice. The Tex! 

is ſo preſſing, and the Apoſtolical Practice ſo evident fron 
it (for it is ſaid we are all Partakers of this one Bread 
that even this Writer was not hardy enough to ventur 
at a Reply. But the inquiſitive Reader will eaſily dil 
cover, by his Tricking and Shifting, that this is far fron 
being the only Proof. that he writes againſt the full 
t ictions of bis on Conſcience. 


ur 
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upon my deſiring him, 10 Ruminatc upon the Dignity of 
#hiz Hal — imply d in the great Guilt of — 
thy Reception : He entertains us with a long Sory abous 
Carolina ; which I could overmatch with another about 
Penſilvania ; but that I know the Reader will laugh at it, 
as nothing to the Purpoſe. But he afterwards informs 
us, that this is what we are to learn, by what the Apo- 
{ile ſays about an unworthy Reception: That\this Ceremony, 
that was then obſerved with Reſpe# to Chriſt, (th withent a Com- 
mand ment) ſhould be perform'd by Holy Perſons ;, elſe they that uſe it 
are condemned | 
Whether I have not prov'd it commanded, let the Reader 
judge: And that it was then obſerved with Reſpect to Chriſt 
he acknowledges ; and I muſt farther tell him they had the 
flrangeſt Obligations to that Obſervance; as it was inſtitut- 
ed and commanded by Chriſt himſelf, own'd as ſuch by 
the Apoſtle, who repeats the very Words of that Inſtitu- 
tion and Command, as Received of the Lord: Declared 
alſo to be a Sbewing forth his Death, and a Communian of his 
Body and Blood: And an unworthy Reception of it ſaid to 
be, the not 5 his Body; and conſequently a juſt 
Provocation for God, to vifit ſo heinous a Sin: Self Ex- 
amination preſcrib'd before we receive; and ſuch an humble 
Demeanour while we Communicate, as may ſhew we do 
not Diſpiſe the Church of God, and the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, Can we think then that our Lord and his Apo- 
files have done and revealed all this, to no End and Purpoſe? 
To leave us at Liberty as to future Praflice? Or that the 
idle Suggeſtion, that Tuars may be underſtood Indi- 
catively as well as Imperatively. is (ufficient to overthrow 
plain Scripture 2 Or that the ſlender Pretence, that they 
who have the Subſtance have no need of the Sign : (a Pre- 
tence when compared with the Scripture found to be 
as void of Truth as Modeſty) Can ſtand the Teſt againſt a 
divine Inſtitution and Command, ſupperted with the 
univerſal Practice of the Firſt, and (ſucceeding Ages of 
Chriſtianity ? certainly this can never enter into a Head 
that bath Brains, or a Heart that bath Integrity. | 
| To return then to my Examiner: Theſe Texts of St. 
Paul do plawly imply, that this Sacrament ought to be 
received , as well as that the Perſons who receive it, aug ht 
te be holy. And as to his next Queſtion, What we are to 
— 7 the = Debauched Perſons of the Clerey and Laity. who 
partake of & nit diſcerning th» Lords Body ? Tho? it is foreign to 
his Euſineſs; yet the —— ready ; That if — a 
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many ſack. St. Paul hath told them their Doom, And yet I 


mutt acquaint this Writer, That he of all Men ought 
only to fland upon the Defenſive ; and not Attack either 


Clergy or Laity in ſuch a general and undiſting uiſhing Manner: 
becauſe let him fix upon whom he will, when they come 


fairly to ballance the Account, it is well, it he doth not 
appeir the ef profligate Perſon of them all. 

Zut my 'Examiner retuins on a ſudden to my 44 p. ha- 
ving reoeived, I ſuppoſe, ſome new Aſſiſt ande from the 
Learned; and tells me, I Impole upon my Reader in 
blaining him, for rendring thoſe Words in the Original, 
Heb. g. 10. by Divers Baptiſms. inſtead of Divers Waſhings. 
But I gave him. my Reafon That Baptiſm was 'now a 
Word of Art. and..ppropriated to a peculiar Senſe among Chri- 
ſtians, - Ur detnands who made it ſo? If Icould hope to 
Convince him, I would anſwer in his own Language; 
Caijtom and Vſage which gave birth to the Si nification of Words, 
and the ſame is the Governowr tbercof: and it Cultom hath 
determined the Scnic of the Engliſh Word Baptiſm to one 
28 Aetion ;; then, I hope, it mult not be applied to 

aſhings iadiſtrently. We have an Account, Mark 7. 4, 
of the 227mouys rel &c. But certainly we ought 
to un lerſt ind the Engliſb a little better, than to tranſlate it, 
the Byptiſm of Cups and Pots, Brazen Veſſels, and of Tables. 
So that his litt/e Reading in the Greek, ſtands him in 
no ſtrad here (which by the way, I believe he reads, 
as many a poor Culprit aoth his Nech-Verſe, without #nder- 
ft m4ing it.) ſince the Queſtion is not what the Words 
frgnifie in Greek, but how they are to be rendred in En- 
gl:;h: For tho* to Baptize and to Wath are Words of the 
fame Import, in the Original; yet it by no means fol- 
lows, that they are to be uſed intiſcriminately in aur own 
Langu ige: The contrary to which is plamly evident, 
from: the Inſtance already given; as alſo from that | 
gau before, of the Impropriety in ſaying, we have been 
Botizing our Hends, Our Author then ſhould «underſtand 
the Farce of Wards a little better, before he enters into 
theſe Arguments: For tho“ any learned Man may make 
Liſe of ſuch a Phraſe to ſhew, that all Baptiſm in the No- 
tion of it includes IVaſhing ; yet no one can uſe it (as 
my Examiner hath done) to fhew, that all Waſhing doth 
in the N»tion of it include Baptiſm : The plain Reaſon 
ot it is, becaule the Terms are not convertible, ſince Bap- 
tilin (as I told him) is now appropriated to a peculiar 


Scule among Chriſtians. I do therefore humbly move ab — 
| the 


e 
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the Engliſh Tranſlation may yet ſtand uncorracled, notwith- 

ſtanding this Writer's learued Criticiſmum. 
But he cannot bear fuch an Expreition as a Word of 

Art ; becauſe he is for naked Truth without Art. An In- 


necent, Harmleis Creature, I warrant him! without the 


leaſt Guile or Tricking ! witneſs his late worthy Per- 
formances ! he was 4 the Reader ſhould know 
this, that he was forc'd to introduce it with a upon the 
Word Art: Which he takes for Deceit, tho? it is plainly 
taken by me, for a Term made uſe of in any Art or Science, 
So that this Piece of his Wit, may be placed in the next 
Edition of the Quakers Ouibbles ;, and as to his objecting 
againſt the Thing ; I muſt acquaint him, that theſe Terms 
are ſo neceſſary in all Arts, that 1 cannot but fancy ſome 
are appropriated even to the very Art of Drug get-Making. 
I need not be long in ſuniming up the Arguments up- 
on this Head; becauſe they are in Subſtance the ſame, 
with thoſe concerningthe Sacrament of Bap:ifm,lct itiſuf- 
ice briefly to obſerve, that all his Reaſoning from the 
Jewiſh Paſſover is to be laid aſide, as an Amuſement : 
Since we ground our Obligation to Celebrate the Lord's 
Supper from its being inſtituted and ordained by Chriſt 
himſelf ; and not from any Rite of the ems. | 
Hither likewiſe mutt be brought his Inſiance of our 
Lords Waſhing his Diſciples Feet, and ſay ing to them, 
Te ought to Waſh one anothers Feet: A Cuitom of that 
Country, which was never deſigned tor a Religious A- 
ction; which the Apoltles (who were certainly the moſt 
competent Judges) never afterwards did pertorm; as 
knowing our Lord never intended to oblige them to 
it; which had no time aſſigned for its Contiuuance, ner 
any Benefits annexed, to the ufe of it. — | 
What directly concerns this Subject is, The Infiitution 
and Command of our Lord. The Firſt he hath wholly 
overlook'd; pretending it to be the Jewiſh Paſſover, The 
laſt he endeavours (tho? in Vain) to evade, firſt by ſaying 
it had Relation only to that time: Which Senſe I have 
ſhewn to be both abſurd and impoſſible, when comp41'd 
with other Places in Scripture, 
Secondly, By a fooliſh Criticiſm, which (I hope) J 
have likewiſe effectually confuted. 
His Comments upon St. Paul: Writings on this Sub- 
zect, are one continued Strain of Shuffling and Prevarication 
as the Reader (I doubt not) is by this time ſenſible * 
WII. 
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will therefore addreſs my (elf to him again in the Words 
of my Refle&ions on this Head. 

Le: him fit down and conſider ſeriouſly the ſolemn Accounts of this 
Inſtitution Recorded by St. Matthew and $t, Mark, and st. Luke 
and the Command added for its Obſervance ;, let him refl:# alſo upon 
the new Revelation imparted to St. Paul concerning it, aud his declaring 
this Rite to þe a ſhewing forth the Lord's Death till he comes: Let 
him ruminate upon the Dignity of this Hy Ordinance, imply'd in the 
great Gui't of an unworthy Reception; and the bleſſed Communica- 


iin of the Merits of Chriſt's Body and Blood, which it exhibits to 


all who receive worthily. and then let him try, b he can paſſib- 
ly reconcile the hizh and impor tant Ends of its Appointment, with 
it / being but a bare Jewiſh Rite, or having no Place in the Chri- 
flian Diſpenſation. | | 

We are now come to another Scene of this Writers 
Performance, his Vindication of his learned Quotations © 
And indeed (to do him Right) he hath been careful 
through the whole Contextore of bis Work, that the Rea- 
der ſhall not want Entertainment. The Method that I 
took to anſwer them, was to ſhew out of the very 
Author's be quoted, that they were all Perſons who 
held abominable Doctrines: Some of which I mention 
p. 50, 51. and refer to the Places, where a full Account 
may be ſeen. of their impious Tenets, To this he replys 


firſts, it is # wonder I ſhould cl them Hereticks, fince ¶ can- 


10 jorbear calling the Quakers ſo, who have fairly cleared them 
ſelves of ſuch Imputations, in their Switch for the Snake, 
&c, But 1 mult tell him, the Switch hath come far 


ſhort of what he affirms. The Monſter is too ugly and 


deform d to be lickd again into Shape: and the horrid 


Impieties in their Books, are tos plain and legible; to 


have any Relation to Chriſtianity. If any doubt of 
this, I only deſire them to read the Snakg and the Switch 
together, and compare the Quotations and Anſwers 

which is a ſhort Way to be quickly ſatisfied. And i 
muſt farther add, that our modern Quakers cannot be 
thought by indifferent Men fairly clear of theſe Inpu- 
rations; till they have given up the Cauſe of thoſe wick- 
ed Wretches, who vented ſuch rank Blaſpbemies among 
us, as Indefenfible, | 

But to Return. 

How doth he wipe off the particular Charges which 
T had made againſt his Evidence ? Why truly he tells 
me, I muſt ſhem him Books that I can prove were writ- 
tca by the Perſons cbarg'd; wherein they themſelves 

own 


own theſe Errours ; or elſe he is not bound © to take 
& the Articles of their Faith from their Adverſaries.“ 
And ſo at ene Blow, all the Fathers of the Church, and 
Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtorians are diicaided ; and muit be ſet 
aſidc, as Men not fit to be bcliev'd or truſted : and 
which is the Miſchief of all, this mighty Atchievement 
is to be pertorm'd, by that Man of Credit Thomas Bea- 
ven Jun. and no one for the future, is to be connted 
an Heretick after his Death, unleſs he hath been gra- 
ciouſly pl-as d. to pive in a Catal. gue ef his keiclies 
under bis own Hand. Now | always thougat the Ci- 
vilians Rule had a Foundation in Rerfon as well as 
Law : Qui Tettew adducit pro fe, Idem tenetur accipere con- 
tra fe; He thit brings any one as an Evidence for him 
in bound to admit his Evidence againſt him, Accordingly 
I proceeded in the old common Method: ] conſulted tome 
of the Authors he reterr'd me to, and ſhew?d him what 
a ble ſſed Character they gave of theſe Perſons he pro- 
duc'd in bis Fevinr, Eut this (it ſeems) is of little 
Credit, and of a Piece; If Irenzus is for him, then he is 
for treneus : but if he is againſt bim he is reſolv'd to be 
even with him, and be again& him too: And then no- 
thing leſs will ſerve, but a Book that I can prove was 


® written by the Hereticks themſelves, 


ob, 4" RE IS" "room ; 


And now Reader what Courſe is to be taken with 
fuch a merry Diſputant ? Here are ſeveral of his for- 
mer Quotations reprinted, but if I ſhould examine the 
Authors he cites, and ſhew this Part of his Evidence, 
to be no better than his former; yet ſtill he hath me 
plainly upon the od Lock, and will not believe his own 

ut J. 

I muſt therefore try another Sort of Argument, which 
I declare before hand is the moſt Fooliſhꝭ that ever ap- 

ar*d upon Paper: And yet I am not out of Hopes, 

ut it may have ſome Effect npon my Examiner be- 
cauſe it is bis own, | 

His firſt reprinted Authority is fram Theodoret ; who 
mentions ſome, that ſaid, there is no Profit accruing to 
the Baptiz'd by Baptiſm : But my Anſwer to this is ready: 
That I am not bound to take the Articles of their Faith 
from Theodorct ; This My 2 knows is not 
Juſt, Let him then produce any Book, that he ean prove 
was written by Dadoes, Sabbas, &c. that contain theſe 
Errors if he can, but till he doth that. I mult beg his 
Pardon, if I do not believe 11 Adverſary, De 
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Of as little Credit are his Quotations from Dacherius, 
Pithæ us, Everanius : of à Piece with which, are thoſe 
from the Abbot of Clugny, Ecbertus, and © Keinerius. In 
ſhort; nothing is to Convince me; but Books contain. 


ing theſe Tenets, which he can plainly prove, were 
written by the Perſons themſelves, whe are ſaid ts hold | 


them; And is not this a par Man, and of a- good 


modeſt Aſſur wiice, who can urge tuch an Argument, as | 


inſtead of deltroying my 4nſwers, deſtroys his own Au- 
thorities ! 

As 1 make uſe of this only, to convince my Exa- 
miner of his weak, and ludicrous Manner of Arguing: 
ſo the Reader I hope ) will forgive me; eſpecially ſince 


It is a Method preſcrib'd by the Wiſeman, Prov. 26. 5. 
er a Fool accerding to his Folly, 


r 


nr oe 


s next Endeavour is an Impoſition upon his Rea- 
dus as it 1 fell upon him, for Helling the Name of a |! 


ace wrong: Whereas what I reprimanded him for, 


—— 


was his Self-Concentedneſs, in preſuming to refine wpou | 
Mr. Wall (whoſe Book he had before him) and give his 


Author the Name of William of Newbery (which I on- 


ly made Newbury as it ought to be wrote) whereas 


it he had but ſeen the Author he quotes, and could 
have underliood him, he multi have diſcover d he took 


his Name from Newborrow a Monaſtery in Torkebire, 
But I told him, I had another thing to talk with 
him about, which would ſtick c/oſer to bim, and that 
was, his mangling Mr. Walls Quotation, and dealing ſo dis- 
' honeſtly with his Reader, as to concea! one Part of it, 


which if produced, would have deſiroy d the Credit of bis 
Ev, dence. And now, hat Reply doth he make to this, 


which is certainly the moſt Material thing to be ſpoke 


to? he hath not fo much as one Ward in Defence of him- 
ſelf, but leaves his Reputation to the Charity of all 


good natur'd Chriſtians. 


What he attempts next, is equally worthy of the Au. 


' thor» He affirms it to be common Acceptation, to call a 


Bible printed at Holland in our own Language a Duich 
Bible. Now tho' I can allow him to call the Prin: 
of ſuch a Bible, a Ditch Print; yet J am ſure, if it is 
in the Englih Language, it mult unavoidably be an 
Engliſh Bible; and none but one of an Iryjh Underſtand- 
ing will ay the Contrary ; tho after all, this Bible (ac- 
cording to the Account which he gives us) is ſuck a Na- 


rity that I ſhould be glad it he would lend me the Book, 


— 
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acts 473 | 
it is (it ſeems) 4 Bible printed at Holland. Now I muſt 
confeſs, I have iecn Looks, printed at Amſterdam, at Len- 
Jon, Oxford, and Can bridge : but I never yet ſaw a Look 
printed at Helland, os at England, Let not my Exami- 
ner call this a petty Qzerrel ; tor I muſt acquaint him, 
that when Men Jet z for Authors; the leatt that is 
expected from them is, that they ſhould know how 
to expreſs themſclves properly and intelligibly : and not 
blunder on without Fear or Vi, atter ſuch a ridiculous 
Manner. | 

He inſiſts ſtill upon his Parity of Reaſon, drawn from 
the Diſuſe of outward Circumciſion, to the Diſuſe of 
outward Baptiſm. Tho? I have ſhewn {ſo plainly, that 
as our Lord never Commanded the former, To he hath as evi- 
duitly enjoin'd the latter: and that it is the only Means 
lelt us, whereby we are entitled % the Baptiſm of the Spi- 
rit, But having ſpoke already ſo largely to this Point, 
I can only refer the Reader to what is there ſaid: For 
ſonic Men are ſo retolute, that they will ftill keep the 
Field, tho they are ſurc to reacte nothing but Blows, 

But why thould my Examiner bear ſo deep a Grudge 
againſt Logick, as to call it the Jargon of the Schools; 
which ſerves rather to confound a Man's Senſe, than to edi- 
fie bs Soul. I always thought Hen very ſerviceable 


to Religion; and I am ſure Logick is nothing elſe, but 
+ the Art of Heaſoning truly: Indecd if Men have a Delign 


to [hufflc, and prevaricate in their Books; and impoſe 
Falſhood tor Truth upon their Readers; and lead them into 
Error under the ſpecious Pretenee of edifiing their Souls: 
Logick will lay open the Cheat, and unvail cheſs Pre- 
tences, and prove a mortal Enemy to ſuch wicked Mri- 
ters, If Men endcavour to cover their Pride and Enthu- 
fiajms, under the ſacred Name of the Spirit of God; 
and obtrude upon us their own d:ſtrafed Notions (which 
are as ſo may 1gnes Fatni, or Wiils in the Wiſp ) tor the 
Candle of the Lord, and the Light within : Then indeed 
Logick ſteps in, and by comparing, theſe arrogant Claim 
with the Word of God, quickly expoſes (uch brain- 
fick Vndertakers, Upon the whole then, it is to befear'd, 
my Examiner's great Malignity againſt Logick, hath 
the ſame Foundation, with that againſt Synods, the Fa- 
thers, and Doctors, which is; that all of them are de- 
clar d Enemies to his * Cauſe : He that can quote ſuch Evi- 
dence fro.n their Writings, that another Man would be 
Mani d to produce in his Behalf; We may be ſure would 


oc 


(74) 
not fail to let us know it, if he had any thing bet» 
to urge for himſelf; and it is worth Obſervation, that 
as m ch as he would ſeem to deride Logick, he can call 
upon me p. 24. for a Categoricel Anſwer. In ſhort, the 
true Reaſon why his Invectives againſt all che þþ 


are ſocanker'd, is this: Becauſe as long as Synods, or Fe. 
— or Doors, or Reaſon, to which I will add. or the 


? 
| _ already exceeded the Length I intended hat 
+ © for this Anſwer, I ſhall but juſt touch upon the] 
4) following, Particulars: ſince the placing am Religion in] 
4: retuſing the Salutation of the Hat, or obſerving a parti- 


cular Myde of Speech, is ſo very Ridiculaus, that an or- T we 
uſto 


* ptures have any Authority among us, his ſhameleſ; {Wigs 
17 — will be hiſ d at, — exploded ee ＋ 
1 In the laſt Paragraph he asks mc, what I think of 2 
Wy the teveral Particulars, taken cut of de Laune in Rela- ip 
* tion to the Fathers? My Thoughts are, That de Lawn: ö S t 
if hath abxsid them in many Inftances : Tho? I mult tell him: {fer + 
5 I never intimated, that all wat to be taken for Truth ig 
I which the) ſay, F know they were Fallible as well ast. F 
FW we: and that ſome actually fell into Error: Bur [ know [Fn 
lik alſo that many of them were Men of the ftrideſt Pity : Five 
1. That Chriltianity ſhone in their Time with a Brightneſs, Hu. 
19] that I fcar we ſhall never behold in our: and that they 
[2.9 coxnied all things but Loſs for the Saks of Chriſt : divers | 
I of them actually ſuffering the Loſs of all things, and pa- Bt 
| i 
| at. 
i Fuſto 
ih the Chriſtian Church. 3 
111 mor 
bY Of the Hat and Language. | — 
15 ere 
15 


1 _ Capacity will ſce through it, at the farlt View. | 
LY: To c mpare this to the Worſhip of Images (which is 10 
Mi don right Idolatry) is like the reſt of this Writer's Salut, 
Performance: who knows, that we only uſe it as a Hand 
civil Mark of Reſpe@, and not on a Keligionus Account ; N 
and allo that the Method of paying theſe Marks of e 4; 


Reſpect varies according to the Country where we him 
EY live Hats. 


„ 
e. This is certain from the Word of God, That 
ir Superiours are to be honoured ; and it is as certain, 
Ii we muſt pay them this Honour in all Lau In- 
er, and that nothing but — Compliance can be 
cepted. We read that the Jews in Divine Worſhip 
cre couer'd, as a Mark of their —— to God Al- 
ighty : Ochers thought it more comely to be wncover'd, 
> the Greciuns ; which St. Paul thought fit likewiſe 
Þ approve (not as an Honour appropriated to the Wor- 
ip ot God 7 but 48 2 loken Of the M is Superiority : 
& the woman's b-ing coy:i'd, was to be a Token of 
I. Subjeclion. And the Kcaſonableneis of our oonform- 
Sip t. it, doth not only ariſe trom this Declaration of 
t. Pau; but alſo, becauſe it is certainly requiſite, that 
nat is accounted honeurabie among Men; fhou'd 
Jen in the moſt humble and awful Manner t God 
Hin ig bey. To our Superiours only as an Intiance of 
1 caval Regard : But to God as a ſolemn Circumſtance of 
r Worſhip and Adoration. 
F Bu then ro make our Submiſſion to this civil Acti- 
n, which is in it i lf naturally indifferent, a criminal 
atter; when it is only required of us, becauſe it is a 
tuſtomary Mark of Reſpect, in the Country where we 
Jive ; and therefor- ought to be given to our Superi- 
purs: Nay to , with iny Examiner, That it is giving 


| Goat Glory ti anotber; when it is evident we do not 
1 
1 


* 


ive it as any Adjund of Worſhip; but purely as an In- 
Fiance of common Civility : To ſay this, is to afhrm what 
Path not the lei Foundation in the Word of God; and 
oth indeed ſhow the Affirmer, to have à very fqueamiſh 
Lonſcience, which is under the Conduct of a very ſpat- 
pered Underflinding. Let him therefore either prove, 
hat this Diſtinction is not well founded; or elſe he 
+ [Fiands evidently condemn'd, in refuſing this Mark of 
\ [civil Reſpect to his Superiours. | 
With Reterence to Language, he calls upon me to 
Iſhew, that the Cuſtomary Way of ſpeaking, was the 
 ECuſtom of the Times wh the Scriptures were wrote. 
To which I will join, what he ſays above, that the 
« [Salutation of the Hat was not in Uſe in the Apefiler Time: 
and fo (it ſeems) in our eivil Concerns, we muſt not 
pull off our Hats, or uſe any Form of Speaking ; but what 
the Apoſtles ud. If my Examiner deſires it, I will give 
him one Reaſon, why the Apoſtles did not pull off their 
Hats: And that is; Becauſe the) had no Hats to pull f : 
| 0. 
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80 that if he hath a Mind to be dreſsd Apoſtolicall 
the belt Advice that I can give him, will be to fend fo 
a J urban, and the reſi of the Eaſtern Habit, by thc ner 
Turkey Fleet: And I verily believe, he will then be th 
Wonder of the Age for bis Garb; as much as he is non 
for his Integrity. But to return, where doth he ſhey 
it to be our Duty, to keep firicrly to the Dialect of th 
Scriptures 1 £1, much leſs in our common Converſation? 
He hath not offer'd at one Prooff of this; and yet woullf 
have us ſubmit to his bare Affirmation. 3 
His, next Argument againſt the plural Language i **. 
Becauſe Great Men have been flatter d in it. But will 
not all this be Retovted upon him? What doth he thing 
of their greet Founder's having Aderation paid him in th 199% 
fingular Number ? Or of John Andland*s Letter to him {|''t t 
1 hope he himſelf will own it Flatetry at Icaft, and PHH 
venture to call it wicked Blaſpbemy. What then arfou 
we to do? ſince there hath been Flattery in the ſingu-. ted 
lar Nuwber, as well as in the Plural; and it can't be provid is CA 
that tbe Nature of this Corruption # chang d? We mul mu 
even few up our Mouths, and turn all publick Conver- 
fation into Mumcehauce, and ſilent Meetings. | 
The Reader will pardon à little Levity upon ſuch a} 
Subject: For I declare I am almoſt aſham'd 1s anſwer ne 
ſuch Trifles, as this Writer is not aſbam'd to urge, and I in 
that with ſo much Confidence, as if they were evident to ges 
2 Demonſtration. 5 | hic 
He would have it thought an Act of Se!f-Deniat in e 
the ſincere Quaker to deviate from Cuſtom in theſs things, Mey 
To this I reply*d, that wirhour doubt, 10 ſee 4 Perſon ruſhing Whele 
inte 4 Ro:m among his Betters, lthe an Engine wpon Screws ; on 
Fhee-irg one, and Thu ing another, with his Hat upon his Head; Mista 
muſt be a wonderful Inſtance of Condeſce: ſoon and Self. denial; and avec 
approve hm a Follower of Jeſus and his Diſciples. This he calls Ir 
a wonderful Anſwar! Let it be as wonderful as it will, Un 
it is 4 proper one: and | muſt tell him farther, that if e 
Pride, , Manners, and aukward Behaviour, . will pals Par 
for Self-denial ; it muſt be own'd ſome People bave it nis 
in P er feclinn. But I muſt ſhew that this was not the ie 
Practice of Chriſt and his Apoliles ; what 10 Ruſh into jol 
4 Room —＋ their Betters, &c.? That's eaſily done, if 
it was any thing to the Purpoſe : Tho' I muſt acquaint 
him, that it lies upon him to ſhew, that we are command- 
ed to imitate Chriſt, and his Apoſtles, in ſuch jndutte- 
rent things, as Form of Salutation and Modes of Speech F 
an 


he 
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d that we are not at Liberty in theſe Inſtances, to 
dmply wich the Ways of our Country. If he cannot 
oduce a plain Command for this (which he hath not 
much as attempted, the Texts which he afterwards 
ſerts having not the leaſt Relation to his Subject) 
en, to place any Religion in a Aoxcompliance with theſe 
ings, is not only en Affront to Superiours; but that 
yfMcry din, which he hath ſo vainly endeavour'd to fix up- 
us; I mean downright Superſtition, ef 
But if the Scriptures will not bear him out, in this 
regrade Behaviour 10 bis Superionrs ; he thinks he can 
cen with us; and ſhew that we are Flowers of 
We Fope. And pray in what is it? Why in our Raſe- 
latbands, and iitie Bands about eur Necks; our black 
oats under, and white Couis a-top ; reſembling the Saind 
ithout, and the D---1 within. O Moderation, whether 
ilt thou! What make D---Is of us all, Biſhaps and 
lergy, bccauſe we wear a Garment of a black Colour 1 
ou may be {ure the poor Wretch is almoſt ſuffo?- 
Kccd with Spleen and Vapours, when ſuch ax Occaſion as 
Þ can tranſport him to uſe ſich bleſſed Langæage. Now 
17 Y mult confeſs, tis the firtt Time that ever I heard, 
r., Holineſs wears a Hoſe- Hathand, or a little Band about 
Neck; or a black, Coat under, and white One a-top: and 
he doth not; then all this only thews, that the 1gue- 


af a 5 

er Nance of this Writer is equal to bis Malice as it plainly 
d, in the ſeveral Inſtances following: Where he out- 
0 Mages Many of the Rites ard Cerem:nies of the Eſtabliſſd Church, 


hich were in being long before Popery, and which 


ne can prove are ſo far from being ſinful, that 
7, Hey are requiſite for Decency and Edification. But as 
ele particulars are only ſet down to draw me away 
en the preſent Controverſie So if any Reader deſires Sa- 
7 isfaction, I muſt refer him to the numeraus Tradts which 
ave been publiſhed on theſe Heads. 2 
n his ſccond Paper, where he is forc'd to become 
1 Advocate again for his peticoat Fathers, upon whom 
ie had Satyriz'd > ſeverely before; He recommended a 
* [Paraphraze to us (as ſpeaking in their Favour) undet 
his advantegerivs Charatter. A valuable Piece, wrote by the 
eeniem and worthy J. Lock, where this Matter is ſet in 4 clear 
: igt: as he ſuppoſes, all who vead the ſame will own. When I 


m'd to this Author, I muſt confeſs, I could not for- 

dear bluſhing for my Examiner, to ſee him aſſert a thin 

ith ſo muck Confidence, which is drei falſe - —— 
erſon 


tlie were mov'd immediately, and extraordinarily of the Holy C 


of ſuch an Evaſion; thoſe in the 1 Tom. 2. 12. arc vv 


in thus perverting ib Mrd of God # But perhaps he think 


Perfon he quotes, giving his Opinion, poſitively 4 
their Womens Preaching : For tho! he owns that We 
did ſomteimes ipeak; in the firf Aeg of Cbri//jantry , wy 


yet he likewiſe aſſerts, that i= ordinary Caſe; the Wome 
the Churches were not to aſſume the Perſonage of Doors, or (y, 
there as Preachers, Nay they were net ſo much &s to a:b Oui 
there; and that this was forbidden by the Words of 
Paul. And now what Anſwer doth he return to thi 
He tells you p. 52. This ſeems a plain Confeſſion, that their (pe 
ing in the Church i, lawful, ander ſuch Nualiticati nu. þ 
what doth he ſay to juſtifie brmſelf for abuſing Mr. L 
fo ſeandalouſiy, as to produce him for an Evidence 
bim, when he is plainly an Evidence againft bim? WII 
truly as far as Silence gives Conſent, he owns the Chal 
to the full: He doth not ſo much as attempt to clcai H 
own Credit, which doth fo plainly ſuffer : But bartf 
xouſly expoſes the ſrivel'd Infant #0 the wide Wo 
without one Rag to cover its Nakedneſe, | 
The ſeveral Texts which he endeavours afterwards g 
preſs into their Service, are wholy foreign, and impen 
_ ently urg'd. For as no one doubts that the Holy Ghy 
was then miraculouſly Poured out pn them, as well þ 
wpon Men, accordiug to the Prediction of Joel: So 
they were mov d by Extraordinary and Immediate Inſpir atinh, 
— 2 quettion, They might deliver themſelves in ti 
and Ait them in the Goſpel: But that they were er 
look d upon as flated Preachers, or 45 fer'd as ſuch, I d. 
fie this Writer to prove. And indeed St. Paul Wor, 
are ſo plain, that it is necdleſs to inſiſt longer on th 
Head, 3 Cor. 14. 34+ Let your Women keep ſilence in the Church: 
for it is not permitted unt⸗ them to ſpeak, The puttin down th 
Words of the Text, as well as the whole drift of the Cha 
ter, ſufficiently diſcovers this Author's Juggling in diſlinga 
ſping here between a Speaking to learn. and 2 Speaking to teac 
for it Women are to keep Silence, I hope that excludes 1 
ſorts of ſpeaking * And yet if theſe Words were capab 


For the Apoſtle ſays plainly, I ſaffer not a WW; oman id & ne 
to teach, but to be in ſilence; Let me ſeriouſly ask my Ex- 
miner, Whether the Shame of being Expoſed in 4 little tin 
doth not Over ballance a y wicked P lea ſure he can tab 
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his Book will be ſure to be read by the Friends, whereis 
mine pothbly never may: And then it is no matter what 
_ of the Truth, ſo he can keep them affeep in vir 
Deleſtons. | 

The Account he gives of the Difference between the 
London an Briſtol Piints, is fe very improbable, that he 
can never hope it ſhould gain Credit with his Reader. 
Any one who will be at the Pains to compare the two 
Papers, mult quickly be ſcnſible of this; the Alterations 
being very Material. I will only give one Inſtance, and 
leave tne Reader to judge of the Reſt. It is concerning 
the Controverſy between him and the Lavington Monty 
Meeting, The Brijtol Paper declares, the Ground of his 
leaving the Quakers to be for the Offences of one Month- 
ly Merting : But the London Paper faith, it was for the 
Offence taken at one Monthly Mecting : So then ( it ſeems ) 
the Offences were taken, and not given. And can any 
one think that this was not 4 Force upon him, to pub- 
lin juch an Alteration as plainly contradicted his firſt 
Account? In ſhort, they who conſider his Differing in 
bis Relation, as he came to different Places, may calily 
ſee, That the Friends look d on him 4 Renegade; 
were Rcſolv'd to have him ſabſtantially Expota, and 
make him Kun the Gauntlet, in this only they «lter'd 
the Pwniſhment, That they lent him a Rod, and obligd the 
poor Man to V bip himſelf: No one would be ſo Chari- 
table to lay on the Stroaks; and thus he was forced to 
turn Felo-de-ſe, and become his own Executtoner. 

My Examiner is now come to that part of his Work 
which certainly requires all his Dexterity ; and that is 
to Keconcile bun el with himſelf. But what can a Man 
do, who hath the impoſſible Tack upon his Hands, of 
waſhing the Black-Moor white? Though he had fo poſi- 
tively affirmed before, That the Quakers Errours had lain 
fore him for a conſiderable Time, with a ſingle Eye to the Glory of God® 
yet he can now have the Face to Aſſert, That what he did 
was in Neat and Kaſhneſs, and while he was Angry, Hur- 
ried, and Unſetiled. 

am able to ſpeak ſomething to this «por my own 
Knowledge, having been with him ſeveral times before 
the Publication of his firſt Paper: I ſaw it indced in 
Manuſcript at our fir/t meeting, and found he had Fe- 
folv'd before, to leave the Quakers: And as to any Scru- 
les in reference to his Communicating with the Church, 
e would offer his Doubts with Calmneſs, and u — 


+ 
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Diſcourſe declare bimſelf —— ; and ſeem'd indeed, 
to be the fartheſt of any Man from the Deſcription he 
would now impoſe upon us. | | 

One Expreſſion he us'd more than once, which I am ſure 
I ſhall never forget; and that was, How /hall I get Rid 
of this Spirit of Quakeriſm ? I comforted him under his 
preſent Apprehenſions, and told him, that time would 
wear off that which Remain'd of it. But I muſt con- 
feſs, I am Convinc'd by his late Actions, That that 
Spirit is to be dreaded more than I was aware of, When 
1 think of him, I cannot help remembring that Inſtance 
of our Lord's; Matt. 12. 43, &c. of the Return of the 
Spirit. who took ſeven other Spirits, more wicked thin himſelf, 
and they entred in and dwelt there, The Reſult, I leave to 
this Writer's Conſideration. The laſ late of that Man is 
worſe than the rſt. 
, His next Pretence that his ſecond Paper was wrote, 
in Ceolneſs and Calmneſs of Mind is to all Appearance; 


4 void of Truth, He lays his Sight and Senſes were reſtew'd 


to bim in good Meaſutg in five or ſis Days, (I ſuppoſe at nine 


Days End he ſaw perfectly) But I appeal to all the 
Neighbou hood, whether there was any Room for coo! 
er calm Thinking in that Time:? Did not the Quakers 
haunt him continually with their Groans and Tears, that 
one would think there had been a wild Iriſh Funeral? 
And yet this was the Scaſon, in which, he would per- 
ſwade you, he eonlider'd things cooly and calmly, and 
received Llumin ation and Convidion, when it was plain; 
Tis Kats were! perpetually grated with the Din and 
_ Howlings of the Make and Female Friends. 


As he hath confeſſed his Self. conrad ictions in Matters of Ori 


nn; ſo I will not repeat them here; but recommend 
the. 54. 55. p. of my Reflections, to any ong, who do- 
lires Than Beaven's Pidlure in Miniature: And if he ever 
Jaw any thing like is in Print, I am miſtaken: For to ule 

Examiner's own Word3) he is therein doubtleſs the 
Winder of the Age, and I believe any one might gct con- 
i 


m about for a ſight. 
But as he ſeems to dany p, 11; that he hath centra- 
Gifted bimſelf in Matters of Fact, ſo I muli account with 
kim a little upon that Head; and I will do it upon 
what nn a affirm'd, of their Mini(iry, and Diſcipline 
in general. 8 | wg: 
"yp Ie deſires the Quakers to conſider; © what a Lameinte- 
table Condition ond Confuſion this are in, for Want of a 
A” : | Mini- 


cl. 
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Mini tr Prudently and Scripturally appointed; a Thing he 
hath been Seberal edis Dijjatisfy d alis; con- 
fidering how many Poor, Ignorant, Brain-ſick Fellows, and 
Petticoat-Fathers ramble about among them. His Leart trem- 
bles to think how vilely they have been impo3d on, with falſe 
Prop heſies, by thoſe Grand Impoſtors, Nay, and that the 
Looſeneſs of their Notions and Government, ſhould be the Ce- 
eaſion thereof, Here then we have a plain Matter of Fatt 
aſirm d, That many Poor, Ignorant, Brain-fick Fellows, 
and Petticoat-Fathers ramblc about among the Quakers ; 
that they have been vilely impos'd upon with Falle Pro- 
phelies by theſe Grand Impoltors: And that the Locſe- 


neſs of their N-:tions and Government, is the Occation 


of this Lamentable Contutton. Let my Examiner then 
when he writes next reconcile this, with what he hath 
ſince ſaid, That he cannvt foin with any Hciety among whom 
the Divine Preſence is more Glorionfly Manifeiled ;, that their 
Way of Worſhip is the moft Evangelical, Now I] always 
thought. th.it God was ihe God of Order ant nt of Confu- 
ion It fo, Jam fure, That Yay of i orſhig can never be 
the m Henngelie tl. where ſuch Confuſion Keigns, 

In R I.tron to their Diſcipline, he attirms : That the 
ri Confuſion. and Tumuit that now oftentimes happens 
Ih. e, will (tilt continue to attend thoſe Me'tings : Such as 
Iw.nty or thirty Speaking at a time; and a few Niify 
trong Lung a Fellows, fo full Freight with Aſſurance, os to 
declare the Determination of the Holy Ghoſt ; ſhall heur down 
I b:fore them, to the loathing of Men of Senſe, If this Fatt 
he true, Hc is deſired to reconcile it with, their Conſtitu- 
ton of their Government as a People being diubileſs the matt 
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1 E:ccellent of any Religious Society in the World, as ſatited to 
eG el Pattern, | 
rut he is pleas'd to inform the Reader, that he deſigicd 
- theſe Contradictions. Biaucip waken Face 
e 5 trathers ! and pray what muſt be thought of 
e Man, who can bring himſelf to farm ſuch Deſions > 
. ho can be of one Religion n October, and another in Ja- 
„ [ary : Nay can Print againſt the Quakers, and fir the 
h Wvarers in that Compaſs of Time; and gire Him ſelf the 
a Di ſo many Particulars ? If you urge kim with this, 
e Mo induce him to vindicate himſelf, you mult not ex- 
ect a fair Anſwer : He'll patiently bear al! for Chriit's 
. P.. And you may be ſure this is xo Patience per Force : 
4 DY that Dove-like and Gentle Language which hath 
. ough his own Book, betiow'd on the Church and Lieu 


(; here 


— — —— 


whereby he hath doubtleſs ſhewn himſelf a very Thomas 
4 Kempis, cr the Chriſtians Pattern, | 

Upon the whole, the Charge that I fix upon my Ex- 
aminer; and which I detie him to clear himſelt of, is this, 

That he had found out the Truth after much Conſi— 
deration, but had neither the Courage nor Honeſty to Kand 
tO lf, 
That he hath wrote a ſec-md Paper in Contradiction 
to bis firſt, which (1 believe) the Reader now ſces, he 
is not able to defend in one Particular, by one ſolid Arg a- 
ment, and therctore continues ſin ſpight of Conviction) 
4 For, Peſpicable, Self- condemned Quaker. | 

That his preter4:d Repentance is miſplaced, there being 
#11 need of it in Reſpect to his nr(t Paper; which contains 
ſuch Truths as he can never overthiow : And thereſore 
to protels Sorrow for that, and to plume biunf.1t upon 
his Second ; is to Repent of what is Honourable , and to 
Glory in his Shame, | 
That the Shuflng and Prevarication which runs thro' 


cond Attempt ; and ford him to make the Friends that 
abaminable Offering of bis Credit in his Conſcience, 

lis laſt Page may convinc2 the Reader of his gord 
Intentions, to throw ſome Dirt upon nie it he coul!: All 
- impartial Men will ſce, that there is but a ſingle Initance 
that can be thought to deſerve my Notice; tho if he could 
have produc'd any Thing elſe that was materiil, without 
doubt he would have embrac'd with Greedineſs ſuch a 
Gratincation of his Malice. But after a Ten Tears Diſ- 
ch.rge of my Function in this Place, I am able to ſhake this 
Lider from my Hand Unhurt. 

One thing indecd he hath the Confidence to Aſſert in 
Print, which it it was true, we might then Both of ws 
write, without the leaſt Hopes of being read, or regarded: 
Aud that is, That I gave % many Guineas for my Place. 

ut I thank God, I can ſolemnly affirm, the Charge to 
be as falſe as it is wicked, No Man having ever received 
a Pott of this Nature, more honowrably than my ſelf ; and 
that not only as it was free from thoſe Vile and Enormous 
Initances of Corraption, which this Writer mentions ; and 
whici even the Common Lam would take bold of : But alſo, 
as it was untainted with rhe leaſt Mixture of any under- 
hand, or indirect Practice. This I think my ſelf oblig'd 
to dcclare, in Regard to others, as well as my ſelf, 


And 


4 


his whole D-f-nce, plainly diſcovers, that Fear and In 
portunity (it not ſomething worſc) drove him to his Se- 
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And now what Language can be % ſevere to be be- 
owed on this Man, who hath publithed ſich a horrid 
Falſhood to the World 3 which (if true) would declare 
me g of dire Perjury before my Biſhop, and deprive 
me of my Benefice, Is tis his breaking a Man's Head with 
a Teuber ? Aid Writing, with that Temper and Moderation 
as becomes a Chriftin 2 Had any one elſe publiſh'd this 
as Fact; | nuitt c ntcts it Would have made fore Impreſs 
fron upon me? Mheicas | can now readily leave it with 
the Reader, being abundantly tatisty'd what Credit bis 
Aſſertions incet with in the World. The Vile etch hath 
ſnewn ind.ed his Eagern:ſs to Bige 3 but the bett of it is, 
13 before taken Cate, to beat out his Teeth with bis own 
tk, 

But as I have been obliged in Vindication of my ſelf, 
to put this Matter into a pablick ay of Examin:tron, as 


ſoon as the Rules of Law will admit of it; So I doubt 
not but it will then appar, this Writer hat d-liberately 


printed a wicked Unt h, without the leaſt Proof to fugs 
port it. 

If he defires to kffbw the Motive of my Undertaking a- 
gainſt ba * It was becauſe he had abu3d the Scriptures, 


I and pioltituted himſelf in ſuch 'a ſcar:dalous Manner, as 


made it ncceflary to hem him in his true Colourt. Tie 
Spots of his Leprofie were ſo thick and dangerous, that I 
was willing to prevent my honeſt ANeig0:urs from catching 
the Iufedtion; and my Succeſs init hatii been ſuch, as will 
Ovc: ball:nce the Liitle Efforts of his Spight and Malice. 
In the relt of his Parꝛgraph he either charges ficht 
Recreations on me 4s Crines, Which any Man may very 
muxently uſe; or clie bl:mes me tor nt dung other 
Things; to the Performance of Wwhien I am under 10 

Obligation, 
But this is the Man, who as cur Lord hath expreſsd 
it; can Strain at 4 Gn:t, and Swallow a Camel, To pull 
off our Hat, or ſpeak to a fingle Perfom in the plurab 
Number; to play at Cards. or ride a Hunt, are agy.rava- 
ted; as if they were the Marks of the Feat, the very 
Limbs of Aitichrilt ; But to play fu and I. with God Al- 
mighiy, and ſet his Sacred Name to Contradictions : To 
have a Conſcience like «4 Veather-cock, that in fix D:ys 
time, can point as direct'y contrary as North and South; 
to declare publickly for the Truth, and pretently as pub- 
lickly and fhamefuily deſert it; and not be able to x1ive 
one ſound Reaſon for ſuch Deſertion (as indeed what Rra- 
G 2 aon 


| | LY 
ſon can be offered againſt the plain Declaration of the 
Word of God ?) all this (if you'll belicve him) is purely in 
Obedience to Gods Light in his Saul. But certainly the 
Perton mult be far gone in Phrenſy, who can imagine 
God and Man are to be mocked at ſuch a Rate. 

And now if I could hope to do any Service to this 
Writer, I would lay before him the State into which he it 
fallen, But at preſent, I will only defire him to endea- 
vour to form in his Mind, a true Eſtimate of Reputation, 
Let him contider it, as that for which the whole World 
is too mean an Exchange; as that which ( when well 
tounded) is an unmoveable Anchor of theSoul in this Life, 
and the happy Propnoltick of @ Petter; as that in which 
wicked Men arc deſirous to live, but for which a good 
Man dares to die; as that which requires much Time to 
Raiſe and Eſtabliſh it, great Pains to Cultivate and Secure 
it, and yet when once it's Loft. *tis Loſt for ever. 

But I icar I am all this while at Labowr-in-Vain ; *tis 
like Mhippiug a Poſt, or Dreſſing a Man's Wounds after 
be is Dead: Ihe very Thought of it ſuggeſis to me 
thoſe Lines of Perſizs, wiicre I doubt my Examiner i; 
too cxactly deſcribed. P 


Sed ſius pet hicVitio, & ſihris increvit Opimum 
Pingue, caret Culpd, neſcit quid perdit, & alto 
Demerſus, ſumma rurſum non bullit in undd. 


In Engliſh thus, 

But ſtupiſy'd with Crimes, his Conſcience grows 
Callous, and then he thinks no Crime he knows; 
Cuicicks of Reputation, takes his Leap, 

And nover Bubbles in tif incloting, Deep. 


There is but oze Thing remains for me to do, which 
I have purpolcly reſerv'd for a Page or two at laſt. And 
that is, To Expoltulatea little with this Writer about 
his inſafferable Treatment of the Eſtabliſhed Church, in 
Vilitying her Sacraments, and Manner of Ordination, 
and moſt of her Rites aud Ceremonies : One would 
think (if nothing <lie could prevail, yet) the Indul- 
gence the ſo generoufly gives to others, ought to ſecure her 
from ſuch virulent Lrivels, Some Regard certainly ſhould 
be had to Her Majeſty, who Adorns this Church with (0 
ſir ( a Cinformit) and ſuch an Exemplary Picty ; and there- 
tore to Intult it after this Afronting Way, is a very odd 
Ein f lhewing &![pec to our Ser ig.. 


If it is poſſible this can receive any Aggravation it 
would be to ſuppoſe a Man, to keep her Accompts for 
near Fifty Thouſand Pounds per Annum, and yet to be ſo 
Brutiſhly Ungrateful, as to Attack her thus in the Re- 
ligion ſhe profeſſes. 

Some Regard ought likewiſe to be had to the Te 
* of Parliament, from whoſe Clemency ( in con- 
junction with Her Majeſties) he enjoys his own Libert:, 

Whether it is a proper Return for ſuch a Favour, 10 fly 
in the Face of the Conſtitution, or to call the Laws about 
Tyths, 4 Popiſh Pak; let the Reader judge. 

And let me tell him, whether he will receive it or 
not, ſome Regard ought to be had to the Clergy of this 
Church; who, taken together, are tco conſider bie a 
Body of Men, both in Reſpect to their Fundiun and Fa- 
milies, to be thus Vilified : Eſpecially by one, who i; but 
newly Tranſplanted frem the hot Bed. Bur allthis is, I tup- 
poſe, to convince us, That he remembers the Reſpeti due 
10 bis Superiors in the ſeveral Stations wherein God hath pla- 
ced them, 

He may fatisfy himſelf, theſe Poiſnd Arrows, return 
without any Effect, into his own ah * His Inclination 
to Miſchief diſcovers it ſelf from his bitter Wordt: But 
(to the Comfort of all honeſt Men) his Mi, are pared, 
and nothing is to be feared from his Slanderows Pen, 

And yet it he had loſt all Senſe of Honour ty his Su— 
periors, ſome Regard ought to be had to his own Father, 
who likewife profeſſes himſclfa Meniber of this Church. 
Put my Examincr ruſhes like a Blind Horſe into the Bat- 
tel, without Conſidering whether he Runs, or whom be 
Engager. 

erhaps the Reader may now expc& I ſhould Reckon 
with him, for his Civilities to my ſelf in particular: but 1 
| ſnhall only obſerve, That he is very d-lirous of placing me 
among the High-Church-Priefts, and High-Church-Par ſons. 
| What he mcans by the Diſtinction, I Icave him to tell us: 
| Though ( tor my own Part) if to be Zealous in behalf of 
the Church, in every Branch of her preſcnt Conſtituti 
|| deferves that Name; I am ſo far from diſowning it, t 
. I do Rejoice in it, and will Rejoice, But if my Exami-! 
ner will not be Angry, I would ask him one hort Quelti- 
on; and that is, Among what Party he hopes 16 hide his 
>| Head? I can aſſure him, Church-Men and Dſſcnteys are 
| entirely agreed in his Character, and are now willing to 
take him for what he is, pon Content, | 
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1 am obliged to do that Right to the Quakers they. 
Ives, as to declare, I never heard of, or met with one 
that endeavoured to defend him. And indeed to have 
ſuch a Man of any Party, would be a Scandal to our Com- 
mon Chriſtianity. So that my Examiner had no Occaſi- 
on to be ſo brick, upon ms with bis High-Church DiſtiGion, 
which (as ſome People are pleaſed to affix the Character) 
comprehends ſich good Company, as no Man need be 
Aſham' d or afraid to 2 in. I ſay, he might have 
ſpared all this, if it had been only out of Rcſpe& to 
himſelf, whoſe late Actions are equally Diſclaimed by all 
Pariiet. And therefore if any Perſon, into whoſe Hands 
this Tract (hall fall, hath a Longing to behold the Man, 
who is the Seorn and Deteſtatian of 1 of Low. 
Church, of the Presbyterians, the Anzbaptiſts, mw of ſe- 
veral of the Quakers themſelves ; If any one hath the 
Curiolity to ſee this Vonder of the Age, let him go and 
make a Viſit to Thomas Beaven Jun? 


Melkeſham, Auguſt 30. 
1707. | 
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Age 6. Line 7. for come the, Read come to the. p. x5, J. 20. 
P F. there, r. their. 5. 16. J. 24. after trouble my ſelf, add. in 
that Place. p. 25. J. 16. r. Bapriſm, p. 27. J. 1. f. ate r. is. p. 28. 
J. 11. . cau I, 1. I can. p. 29. J. 9. 7. peremprorty. p. 32. J. 10. 
. Baptiſm. p. 35. J. 25. 1. Peumen. p. 37. I. 36. r. before and 
after. p. 38. J. 35. 1. Ethiopian. p. 39. l. 8. 1. Malt. 28. 19. J. 30. 
7. Baptized. p. 44. J. 37. 7. Chriſt. p. 53. J. 4. r. Piece- meal. p. 5 4. 
J. 34. 7. Deciſion. I. 36. r. eat it. p. 55, J. 45. r. unthought of. 5. 

7. / 45+ 1. Interpretation. p. 63 J. 15. f. tells r. ſecs. p. 64. J. 2. 7. 
mmanded. J. 38 and 39. r. adminiſtred. p. 76. J. 16. . tlatiery, 
In ſeveral Places for Sence, r. Senſe. for Wholly, 7. wholy. and for 


Litteral, r. Lireral, 
The Author being diſtant from the Preſs, the Reader is deſired 
to correct any other Miſtakes which have happen'd in Spelling os 


Pointing. 
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